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THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER  I 

WHAT  IT  IS  AND  HOW  TO  USE  IT  I 

FOR: 

Any  person  who  uses  the  Federal  Register  and  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

WHO: 

The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

WHAT: 

Free  public  brieffngs  (approximately  3  hours]  to  present; 

1.  The  regulatory  process,  widi  a  focus  on  the  Federal 

Register  system  and  the  public's  role  in  the  development 
of  regulations. 

2.  The  relationship  between  the  Federal  Register  and 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

3.  The  important  elements  of  typical  Federal  Register 
documents. 

4.  An  introduction  to  the  finding  aids  of  the  FR/CFR 
system. 

WHY: 

To  provide  the  public  with  access  to  information  necessary 
to  research  Federal  agency  regulations  which  directly  affect 
them.  There  will  be  no  discussion  of  specific  agency 
regulations. 

ST.  LOUIS,  MO 

WHEN:  April  23;  at  9:00  a.m. 

WHERE:  Room  1612, 

Federal  Building, 

1520  Market  Street 

St.  Louis,  MO 

RESERVATIONS:  Call  the  Federal  Information  Center 

St.  Louis:  1-800-366-2998 

Missouri  (outside  St.  Louis):  1-800-735-8004 

For  other  telephoiM  numbers,  see  the  Reader  Aids  section 
at  the  end  of  this  issue. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
gerteral  applicability  and  legal  effect  rnost 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  In 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
week. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
TCFRPart  Id 

Rural  Labor;  Immigration  Reform  and 
Control  Act 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  final  rule  amends  7  CFR 
part  Id,  which  defines  fruits,  vegetables, 
and  other  perishable  commodities  as 
prescribed  by  section  302(a)  of  the 
Immigration  Reform  and  Control  Act  of 
1986,  Public  Law  99-603, 100  Stat.  3359 
(ERCA).  This  rule  will  assist  the  United 
States  Department  of  Justice, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
(INS)  in  determining  the  special 
agricultural  workers  to  be  admitted  into 
the  United  States  or  to  have  their  status 
adjusted  to  that  of  temporary  legal 
residents.  In  particular,  this  rule 
provides  that  field  work  performed  by 
aliens  with  respect  to  the  commodity 
“sod"  does  not  meet  the  definition  of 
“seasonal  agricultural  services”  and, 
thus,  an  alien  who  performed  field  work 
with  respect  to  the  commodity  “sod” 
does  not  qualify  for  admission  or 
adjustment  of  status  to  that  of 
temporary  legal  resident  under  the 
Special  Agricultural  Worker  (SAW) 
Ingram.  This  rule  also  will  enable  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  to  relieve  the 
reporting  burden  of  certain  employers 
presently  required  under  29  CTO  part 
502  to  file  quarterly  Work-Day  Reports 
(Form  ESA-92),  as  prescribed  by  section 
210A(b)(2)  of  the  INA,  8  U.S.C. 
1161(b)(2). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  1, 1987. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

A1  French,  Coordinator  of  Agricultural 
Labor  Affairs,  Economic  Analysis  Staff, 
room  227-E,  Administration  Building, 
United  States  Department  of 


Agriculture,  14th  and  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20250- 
1400,  telephone  (202)  720-4737. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
302(a)  of  the  IRCA  added  section  210  to 
the  IiWigration  and  Nationality  Act 
(INA),  8  U.S.C.  1160,  to  create  the  SAW 
Program  under  which  an  alien  who 
performed  “seasonal  agricultural 
services”  for  at  least  90  man-days  during 
the  12-month  period  ending  May  1, 1986, 
and  who  was  otherwise  admissible  as 
an  immigrant  to  the  United  States,  could 
apply  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  for  ad^ssion  or 
adjustment  of  status  to  that  of  an  alien 
lawfully  admitted  for  temporary 
residence.  Subsequently,  such  a  SAW 
may  be  eligible  for  adjustment  of  status 
to  Aat  of  permanent  resident.  SAWs  are 
not  required  to  continue  working  in 
agriculture  and  are  free  to  seek 
employment  in  any  occupation  or 
industry. 

Section  210(h)  of  the  INA,  8  U.S.C. 
1180(h),  directed  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  publish  regulations 
defining  the  fruits,  vegetables,  and  other 
perishable  commodities  in  which  field 
work  related  to  planting,  cultural 
practices,  cultivating,  growing,  and 
harvesting  will  be  considered  “seasonal 
agricultural  services,”  the  performance 
of  which  would  qualify  an  alien  for 
inclusion  in  the  SAW  Program.  On  June 
1. 1987,  at  52  FR  20372-76  (codified  at  7 
CFR  part  Id),  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agricultme  (USDA) 
published  its  final  rule,  including  the 
determination  that  sod  was  not  a  finiit, 
vegetable,  or  other  perishable 
commodity  within  the  meaning  of 
section  210(h)  of  the  INA.  Thereafter, 
sod  farmers  and  illegal  aliens  who  had 
performed  field  work  with  respect  to  sod 
during  the  relevant  period  for  SAW 
eligibility  brought  suit  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  seeking  to  invalidate 
the  rule  insofar  as  it  excluded  sod  from 
“other  perishable  commodities” 
encompassed  by  the  SAW  Program. 
Heriberto  Morales,  et  al.  v.  Clayton  K. 
Yeutter,  et  al..  No.  87-C-20522  (N.D.  Ill.). 

On  March  29, 1988,  at  52  FR  10064 
[codified  at  8  CFR  part  210],  INS 
published  its  final  rule  setting  forth  the 
procedures  and  requirements  for  SAW 
applications.  The  INS  regulations  at  8 
CFR  210.1(p)  define  “qualifying 
agricultural  employment”  for  purposes 
of  SAW  status  as  the  performance  of 


“seasonal  agricultmal  services”  as  that 
term  is  defined  in  regulations  issued  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at  7  CFR 
part  Id. 

Section  303(a)  of  the  IRCA  added 
section  210A  to  the  INA,  8  U.S.C.  1161, 
to  create  the  Replenishment  Agricultural 
Worker  (RAW)  Program  imder  which 
additional  special  agricultural  workers, 
known  as  RAWs,  may  be  admitted  or 
otherwise  adjusted  to  the  status  of 
lawful  temporary  residents  in  any  fiscal 
year  (FY),  beginning  in  FY 1990  and 
ending  in  FY  1993,  to  meet  a  shortage  of 
workers  to  perform  “seasonal 
agricultural  services.”  Section  210A  of 
the  INA  directs  the  Secretaries  of 
Agriculture  and  Labor,  before  the 
beginning  of  each  FY,  to  determine 
jointly  the  number  (if  any)  of  RAWs 
who  should  be  admitted  or  otherwise 
adjusted  to  the  status  of  lawful 
temporary  residents  to  meet  a  shortage 
of  workers  to  perform  “seasonal 
agricultural  services.”  This  number  is 
referred  to  as  the  “shortage  munber.” 
Section  210A  of  the  INA  further  provides 
that  the  Attorney  General  shall  provide 
for  the  admission  or  adjustment  of  a 
number  of  aliens  equal  to  the  shortage 
number  (if  any).  Such  number  may  not 
exceed  the  annual  numerical  limitation, 
which  is  set  by  a  statutory  formula 
based  upon  a  percentage  of  those 
individuals  who  had  their  status 
adjusted  under  the  SAW  Program,  less 
the  number  of  SAWs,  including  RAWs, 
who  continue  to  work  in  “seasonal 
agricultural  services,”  and  adjusted  to 
take  into  account  any  change  in  the 
number  of  nonimmigrant  aliens  admitted 
under  section  101(a)(15)(H)(ii)(a)  of  the 
INA  (H-2A  workers)  to  perform 
temporary  “seasonal  agricultural 
services.”  Section  210A(a)(7)  of  the  INA, 
8  U.S.C.  1161(a)(7),  provides  procedures 
under  which  a  group  or  association 
representing  employers  in  “seasonal 
agricultural  services”  may  appeal  to  the 
Secretaries  of  Agriculture  and  Labor  for 
an  emergency  increase  in  the  shortage 
number.  RAWs  admitted  or  otherwise 
adjusted  under  section  210A  are 
required  by  section  210A(d)(5),  8  U.S.C. 
1161(d)(5),  to  perform  a  specified 
amoimt  of  “seasonal  agricultural 
services”  in  each  FY  in  order  to  avoid 
deportation  and  to  be  eligible 
subsequently  for  naturalization. 

On  August  11, 1989,  at  54  FR  32985 
(codified  at  7  Cra  part  le  and  29  CFR 
part  503),  USDA  and  the  United  States 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  68  /  Wednesday,  April  8,  1992  /  Rules  and  Rc^gulations 


ttSOB 


Department  of  Labor  (DOL)  published 
jointly  their  final  rule  setting  forth  the 
methodology  for  determining  the 
shortage  number.  On  May  21, 1890,  at  55 
FR  20775  (codified  at  8  CFRpart  210aJ, 
INS  published  its  final  rule  setting  forth 
the  procedures  <and  requirements  for 
aliens  to  register  and  apg>^  lor  RAW 
status.  H^e  INS  regulations  . 
implementing  the  RAW  Program  ati6 
CFR  210a J,(l)  incorporate  by  r^erence 
the  -USDA  definition  of  “aeasonal 
agricultttcal  services"  at  7  CFRpart  Id. 

Section  ^90A(bJ(2)  ef  die  04 A  8  U&C 
llBl(b)(2^  requires  employers  to  neporl 
to  the  GovMTunent  certain  information 
about  the  amount  of  work  perfmaned  by 
SAWs  (including  RAWaJ  in  “seasonal 
agriculturid  seivices.”  On  September  8, 
1888.  at  S3fR  35154  (codified  at  29CFR 
part  502),  DOL  published  its  final  mle 
regarding  -the  scgKjrting  and  employanent 
requirements  ;fi}r  employers  of  SAWs  in 
"seasonal  a^ioultur^  services." 

Because  the  ^mcolusion  idf  the  commodity 
“sod,"  as  well  as  certain  other 
commodities,  fiom  the  definition  <Qf 
“seasonal  agiacultural  services"  wasfii 
litigation  and  because  of  the  need  to 
have  relial:dedata  oonceming  the 
performaace  of  field  woric  in  such 
"contested  •Q'ops"  infiieovent  suck 
crofps  were  to  he  included  in  the  SAW 
Program,  the  regulations  at  29  CFR  part 
502  required  employers  to  report  die 
number  of  wodk-days  performed  in  «od 
and  (he  other  contested  crops. 

On  September  26, 1988,  fin  United 
States  District  Court  lor  file  Northern 
District  oflUinois  enjoined  the 'CEclaBion 
of  sod  from’“«easond  agrkndtural 
services"  and  remanded  the  regulation 
to  USDA  to  teoonsider  (be  rule  in  light 
of  its  decisien.  Morales  v.  Lyng,  702  f . 
Supp.  161  4NjQ.  SU.  1988).  Bmnuse  the 
statutory  deadline  for  aliens  to  apply  for 
SAW  status  was  only  one  month  .away, 
the  court  ordered  INS  'to  accept 
“skeletal"  applications  for  SAW  etatus 
from  sod  wQikets  in  order  to  preserve 
their  -rigbts  in  fin  eveirt  first  USDA 
detenmned  >thst  field  work  with  respect 
to  sod  met  Ihetdefinitionit^  “seasonal 
agricultural  services."  USQA  conducted 
further  lu^ioe  and  comment  rulemaking 
and  concluded  that  sod  should  continas 
to  be  excluded  from  the  SAW 
regulation.  58  ,1^  50375  i^ec.  IS,  1988). 
The  plain ti£b  renewed  their  suit  in  >fim 
district  oourt,  which  on  ^me  11, 1990, 
ordered  that  sod  be  included  in  the 
definition  “othn'  peri^iable 
commodities"  at  7  CFRld.7.  Hen'berto^ 
Morales,  et  al.  v,  Clayton  K.  Yeutter.  ei 
al.  No.  87-C-J30&ZZ  (N.D.  lU.).  The 
Government  .Ad  not  seek  a  stay  of  the 
district  court  order  and  on  Novemfeer  23. 


1990,  at  55  FR  48831,  USDA  published  s 
final  rule  in  the  Federal  Rej^ter 
redefining  sod  as  a  result  of  the  decision 
by  the  district  court. 

The  Government  filed  an  appeal  of 
that  decision  to  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  fiie  Sevenfii  Circuit, 
wlu^  iKverBed  (the  decision  of  fhe 
district  court  end  granted  judgment  for 
USDA.  Heriberio  Morales,  etoLv. 
Chyton  tL  Yeutter,  et  al.  No.  90^67 
(7th  Cir.  Deomnber  18, 1981).  Ihus,  file 
original  detenmiration  by  USDA  fiiat 
sod  was  not  a  Ifioit,  vegetable,  or  other 
perishable  commodity  within  the 
meaning  of  “aeasonal  agricultural 
sesvices”  for  purposes  ^  section  210(h) 
of  file  iDl A  611.8.0.  llftl(hl.lms  been 
sustahxed. 

Asaxesuhtof  file  decision  issued  by 
the  Court  of  Appeals  to  Morales  v. 
Yeatter,  USDA  is  rescinding  its 
November  23, 1990,  final  nte  fiiat 
included  aod  as  an  “ofiier  perishable 
commodity.”  The  effect  eif  this  rude  is 
retroactive  and  applies  to  field  woA 
with  respect  to  conducted  durtog  file 
period  relevant  to  SAW  applicants. 
Because  the  INSregulsttons 
implementing  the  SAW  Program 
incorporate  Iby  reference  the  definition 
of  “seasonal  agricultural  services”  at7 
CFR  part  Id,  affect  of  this  rule  will 

be  that  fi^d  wcnk  with  reflect  to  aod 
will  not  heconsideFed  ''^qualifying 
agricultiual  employment”  for  purposes 
of  SAW  status.  In  addition,  because 
field  woik  wifiiTe^ect  to  sod  does  not 
meet  the  definition  of ‘‘seasonal 
agricuhurad  services.”  field  work  with 
reflect  to  sod  will  not  be ‘Considered  in 
the  estimates  made  in  connection  with 
the  RAW  pnogram  under -section  210A(a;) 
of  the  INA  .groups  or  associations 
representing  ^uployers  with  respect  to 
sod  will  not  ibe  able  to  request  an 
emergency  increase  in  the  shortage 
number  under  section  21I]A(a)(7)  of  the 
INA;  and  field  work  with  respect  to  sod 
will  mot  comd  toward  the  number  of 
waik'days  to  “seasonal  agricultural 
services"  required  to  be  performed  by 
RAWS  under  section  210A(d)(&)  of  file 
INA.  Finedly,  this  rule  will  enable  the 
Seoretary  .of  Labor  to  relieve  the 
reporting  burden  of  certain  employers 
presently  required  under  29  CI%  part 
502  to  file  quart^ly  Work -Day  Reports 
(Form  ESA-92),  as  prescribed  by  section 
2lJ0A(b){2)  of  the  INA.  6  U.S.C. 
1161(bK2). 

The  decision  tof  the  Court  of  Appeals 
sustains  the  original  rule  fiiat  was 
promulgated  I^  USDA  fiirough 
rulemaking.  Hence,  piusuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
553,  good  cause  is  found  that  further 
notice  and  opportunity  for  public 


vCoanBentiisDmieoesBary,  and -good 
cause  is  found  to  make  this  rule 
effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Economics  has  reviewed  this  rule  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  deteiixiinedfitotit  isnata 
major  rule. 

Ibis  final  rule  has  been  :rev4e  wed  -in 
aooordanoe  with  &eecutive -Order  No. 
12778,  Civil  justice  Reform.  This  rule  is 
intended  to  have  ^preemptive  effect  with 
respect  to  State  and  laoal  laws, 
regulationa.  or  policies  that  xxufiHct  wifii 
its  provisions  or  that  would  otherwise 
impede ’Hs  lidl  4mpl«nentatHm.  Ibis  sale 
is  intended  to  have  .retroactive  effect 
and  is  effective  as  cff  june  1, 1987,  the 
date  of  the  original  £i^  mle.  There  an 
no  administrative  procedures  that  must 
be  exhausted  prior  to  any  judicial 
challenge  to  the  provisions  of  this  rule  or 
the  application  trf  fis  inrovinonB. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  Id 

Immigration.  Rural  Labor. 

Accordingly,  part  Id.,  trfie  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
fdllews: 

PART  1d-«»8RM.  LABOR— 
IMMIGRATION  REFORM  AND 
CONTROL  ACT  OF  t986— 
DEFINITtONS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  td 
continues  to  vead  as  foBows: 

Authority:  flUS-C.  T10O. 

2.  Section  ld.748  veuised  to  neadas 
follows: 

§  Id.?  Other  perishable  commodities. 

Other  perMnAk  commodities  mean 
those  commodities  uduch  do  not  meet 
the  definition  of  fitots  or  vegetables, 
that  are  produced  as  a  result  of  field 
work,  and  have  critical  and 
unpredictable  labor  demands.  Ibis  is 
limited  to  Christmas  trees,  out  flowers, 
herbs,  bops,  horticultural  specialties, 
lettuce  seed,  Spanish  reeds  (arundo 
donax),  spices,  sugar  beets,  and  tobacco. 
This  is  an  exclusive  fist,  and  anyfiiing 
not  listed  is  exdhided.  Examples  of 
commodities  that  are  not  induded  as 
perishable  commodifies  are  animal 
aquacultural  products,  birds,  dairy 
products,  earthworms,  fish  including 
oysters  and  shefifish,  forest  products,  fur 
bearing  animals  and  rabbits,  hay  and 
other  forage  and  silage,  honey,  horses 
and  Other  equines,  hvestock  of  all  kinds 
including  animal  spedahies,  poultiy  and 
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poultry  products,  sod,  sugar  cane, 
wildlife,  and  wool. 

Daniel  A.  Sumner, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Economics. 
[FR  Doc.  92-SG61  Filed  4-7-82;  8:45am] 
BIUJNa  COOK  3410-ei-« 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

12  CFR  Part  265 

[Docket  No.  R-0752] 

Rules  Regarding  Delegation  of 
Authority;  Expansion  of  Authority  to 
Reserve  Banks  to  Approve  . 
Applications  Under  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act 

agency:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  to  the 
Board’s  Rules  Regarding  Delegation  of 
Authority  (Rules)  would  expedite 
applications  processing  by  expcuiding 
the  authority  of  the  Feder^  Reserve 
Banks  to  approve  certain  applications 
under  sections  3  and  4  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (BHC  Act)  (12 
U.S.C.  1841  et  seq.).  Specifically,  tMs 
amendment  would  delete  certain 
provisions  of  the  Board's  Rules  to  permit 
the  Reserve  Banks  to  approve 
applications  involving  banking 
organizations  that  ra^  among  a  state’s 
five  largest  banking  organizations  or 
among  the  50  largest  banking 
organizations  in  the  United  States,  or 
the  acquisition  of  certain  large 
nonbanking  companies  by  bank  holding 
companies  with  over  $1  billion  in  assets. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  Burke,  Senior  Economist  (202/452- 
2612),  or  Dean  F.  Amel,  Economist  (202/ 
452-2911),  Division  of  Research  and 
Statistics;  or  Pamela  G.  Nardolilli, 

Senior  Attorney  (202/452-3289),  or 
Elizabeth  Thede,  Staff  Attorney  (202/ 
452-3274),  Legal  Division.  For  the 
hearing  impaired  only. 
Telecommunications  Service  for  the 
Deaf,  Dorothea  'Thompson  (202/452- 
3544). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Board  has  delegated  authority  to  the 
Reserve  Banks  to  approve  applications 
under  the  BHC  Act  to  acquire  banks  and 
nonbank  companies,  unless  the  parties 
to  the  application  meet  certain  rank  or 
size  criteria  or  the  proposal  raises  new 
or  important  policy  issues.  Under  these 
Rules,  the  Board  must  review  any 
proposal  that  involves  two  or  more 
baling  organizations  that  rank  among 
a  state’s  five  largest  banking 


organizations,  or  among  the  50  largest 
banking  organizations  in  the  United 
States.^  The  Board  also  has  reserved 
authority  to  review  any  proposal  that 
would  involve  the  acquisition  by  a 
banking  organization  with  more  than  $1 
billion  total  assets  of  a  nonbanking 
organization  that  appears  to  have  a 
significant  presence  in  a  permissible 
nonbanking  activity.* 

The  Boa^  is  now  amending  its  Rules 
to  delegate  authority  to  the  Reserve 
Banks  to  approve  such  acquisitions.  This 
will  ejqiedite  the  processing  of  these 
types  of  applications.  The  amendment 
would  permit  Reserve  Banks  to  approve 
applications  on  delegated  authority 
where  the  two  banking  organizations 
are  among  the  state’s  five  largest 
.banking  organizations,  or  are  among  the 
50  largest  banking  organizations  in  the 
United  States.  The  amendment  also 
would  allow  Reserve  Banks  to  approve 
on  delegated  authority  certain  large 
nonbanking  acquisitions.  The  BoaM 
would  continue  to  review  all 
applications  that  exceed  the  Department 
of  Justice  Guidelines  in  any  relevant 
geographic  banking  market,  as  well  as 
applications  that  involve  a  significant 
legal  or  policy  issue  or  where  a 
substantive  written  objection  has  been 
properly  made. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

This  amendment  concerns  the 
processing  of  applications  only  and  will 
result  in  expedited  applications 
processing.  Accordingly,  it  will  reduce 
the  burden  on  applicants  and  will  not 
have  an  adverse  economic  impact  on 
small  business  entities  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.). 

Paperworic  Reduction  Act  Analysis 

This  amendment  will  not  adversely 
affect  the  paperwork  burden  for 
individuals,  small  businesses,  and  other 
“persons,”  as  defined  in  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.]. 
This  amendment  will  expedite 
applications  processing  and  reduce 
paperwork  requirements. 

List  of  Subjects  in  12  CFR  Part  265 

Authority  delegations  (Government 
agencies).  Banks,  banking.  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Holding  companies. 
State  member  banks. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  and  pursuant  to  its  authority 


*  As  measured  by  total  domestic  deposits  within 
the  relevant  area.  12  CFR  265.11(c}(ll)(vKA). 

*  12  CFR  265.11(c)(ll)(vi)(B).  Alt^u^  other 
situations  may  involve  the  israe  of  significant 
presence,  the  Board  generaUy  regards  any  company 
that  ranks  among  die  20  largest  independent  Anns 
in  any  industry  as  having  a  significant  presence. 


under  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act 
and  section  ll(k)  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  the  Board  of  Governors  is  amending 
12  CFR  part  265  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  26S-{AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  265 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  11(1)  and  (k)  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  (12  UB.C.  248(1)  and  (k)). 

8265.11  [AiiMndod] 

2.  In  8  265.11,  paragraph  (c)(ll)(v)(A) 
is  removed  and  paragraphs  (c](ll)(v)(B) 
and  (C)  cue  redesignated  as  paragraphs 
(c)(ll)(v)(A)  and  (B),  respectively. 

3.  In  8  265.11,  paragraph  (c)(ll)(vi)  is 
revised  to  read  as  foUows: 

§265.11  Functions  detogatod  to  Federal 

RMSfV#  BMtan 
*  •  •  •  « 

(c)*** 

(11)*  *  * 

(vi)  With  respect  to  nonbank 
acquisitions,  the  nonbanking  activities 
involved  do  not  clearly  fall  within 
activities  that  the  Board  has  designated 
as  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies  under  8  225.25(b)  of 
Regulation  Y. 

«  *  *  *  * 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  April  2, 1992. 

Jennifer  ).  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doa  92-8043  Filed  4-7-62;  8;45  am] 
eaxma  cooc  ssio-oi-F 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
13  CFR  Part  108 

Loans  to  Stats  and  Local  DsvsIopmsnt 
Companies  Definitions  and  Contracts 
With  7(a)  Lendera 

agency:  Small  Business  Administration. 
AcnON:  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  On  November  15, 1990,  the 
President  signed  Public  Law  101-674, 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Reauthorization  and  Amendment  Acts 
of  1990.  In  order  to  implement  the 
statute.  SBA  has  previously  promulgated 
a  final  rule  (56  FR  41055)  that  increased 
the  maximum  loan  amount  from  $750,000 
to  $1,000,000  for  loans  made  by  state 
and  local  development  companies  that 
meet  specific  public  policy  goals.  'The 
rule  adopted  here  provides  definitions 
for  the  terms  "minority  small  business” 
and  “business  district  revitalization” 
contained  in  the  public  policy  goals  final 
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rule.  This  rule  also  revises  the  existing 
definition  of  “rural  areas”.  * 

In  addition,  this  rule  codifies 
procedures  for  the  purpose  of  allowing 
certain  development  companies  which 
are  certified  by  SBA  pursuant  to  section 

503  of  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act  of  1958  (known  as  Certified 
Development  Companies,  503 
companies,  or  CDCs]  to  contract  with 
participating  lenders  to  process  and 
service  loans  made  pursuant  to  section 
7(a)  of  the  Small  Business  Act. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
LeAnn  M.  Oliver,  Deputy  Director  for 
Program  Development  Office  of  Rural 
Afiairs  and  Economic  Development,  409 
3d  Street  SW.,  suite  8300,  Washington, 
DC  20416.  Telephone  (202)  205-6485. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
proposed  rule  published  for  comment  on 
November  29, 1991  (56  FR  60942)  is 
adopted  as  final.  One  (1)  comment  was 
received  and  is  addressed  below. 

This  rule  defines  the  terms  “Minority 
Business”  and  “Business  District 
Revitalization"  as  required  to  explain 
the  new  public  policy  goals  for  the 
development  company  program  which 
were  established  in  Public  Law  101-574. 
“Business  district  revitalization"  is 
limited  to  those  areas  with  a  recognized 
plan  for  redevelopment  or  revitalization. 
This  will  ensure  &e  best  use  of  targeted 
resources  by  funnelling  them  to  areas 
which  have  previously  been  determined 
to  be  in  need  of  revitalization  and  for 
which  there  is  an  existing  plan  that  the 

504  resources  will  supplement 

The  definition  of  “Minority  Business" 
incorporates  existing  SBA  regulations, 
codified  at  13  CFR  part  124,  governing 
SBA’s  Minority  Small  Business  and 
Capital  Ownership  Development  (MSB/ 
COD  or  8(a))  program.  13  CFR  124.105(b) 
lists  designated  groups,  members  of 
which  SBA  presumes  to  be  socially 
disadvantaged  because  they  may  have 
been  subjected  to  racial  or  ethnic 
prejudice  or  culhiral  bias  because  of 
their  affiliation  with  the  group.  The  list 
contained  in  that  regulation  has  been 
compiled  over  a  period  of  time  by  SBA 
rulemaking  after  notice  and  comment 
and  by  legislation.  SBA  has  determined 
that  using  the  same  list  in  conjunction 
with  the  development  company  program 
will  most  effectively  promote  the  will  of 
Congress  as  expressed  in  the  new 
legislation.  The  definition  also  sets  a 
51%  minority  ownership  and  control 
threshold.  A  lower  threshold  would 
permit  targeted  benefits  to  flow  to  non¬ 
minority  businesses.  A  higher  threshold 
could  exclude  minority-owned 
businesses  which  have  non-minority 
partners. 


The  definition  of  “Rural  Area”  in  the 
present  13  CFR  108.2  is  amended  to 
delete  the  present  requirement  that  a 
subdivision  in  a  rural  county  have  a 
population  of  under  20,000.  Public  Law 
101-574  does  not  contain  the  20,000 
person  limit  that  appeared  in  prior 
proposed  legislation.  The  efiect  of  this 
change  is  to  allow  a  non-metropolitan 
county  in  its  entirety  to  qualify  as  a 
rural  area.  Paragraph  2  of  the  definition 
is  amended  only  by  rewording  previous 
language  for  the  sake  of  clarity,  though 
the  substance  remains  the  same. 

The  one  comment  received  relates  to 
the  definition  of  “Rural  Area”.  The 
commentor  suggested  that  the  definition 
was  incompatible  with  the 
circumstances  of  certain  counties  in 
California.  The  rule  is  specifically 
designed  to  allow  SBA  flexibility  in 
meeting  such  situations  by  providing  the 
opportunity  to  declare  a  portion  of  a 
metropolitan  coimty  rural.  The  concern 
described  in  the  commenter’s  letter 
would  be  alleviated  by  use  of  the  option 
provided  in  subparagraph  (2). 

The  present  definition  of  “Job 
Opportunity”  is  moved  from  13  CFR 
108.503  to  S  108.2  for  the  sake  of 
organizational  consistency. 

On  November  5, 1990  the  President 
signed  Public  Law  101-515,  the 
Appropriation  Act  for  the  Departments 
of  Commerce,  Justice,  and  State,  the 
Judiciary,  and  related  agencies  for  the 
Fiscal  Year  ending  September  30, 1991. 
One  of  the  provisions  of  this  statute 
allows  503  companies  to  contract  with 
7(a)  lenders  to  process  and  service  (7)(a) 
guaranteed  loans.  The  regulation  being 
adopted  amends  13  CFR  108.503-l(e)  to 
incorporate  this  change  to  section 
503(e)(3)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act.  The  amended  section 
permits  503  Companies  to  contract  with 
lenders  participating  in  SBA’s 
guaranteed  lending  program,  authorized 
pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of  the  Small 
Business  Act,  to  prepare  loan 
applications  for  and  service  such  loans. 
Paragraph  (3)  sets  the  requirements  for 
providing  such  services,  by  addressing 
the  natiire  of  the  agreement  between  the 
parties,  requiring  that  the  participating 
7(a)  lender  have  a  valid  Participation 
Agreement  (SBA  Form  750),  requiring 
that  the  7(a)  lender  be  authorized  to 
conduct  lending  activities  within  the 
State,  addressing  reasonable  fees  and 
charges  to  be  assessed  to  the  borrower, 
and  assuring  that  the  compensation 
received  by  the  503  company  is 
reasonable. 


Compliance  With  Executive  Orders 
12291  and  12612,  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  and  the  Paperwoik 
Reduction  Act 

SBA  has  determined  that  this  proposal 
does  not  constitute  a  major  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  Executive  Order  12291.  The 
annual  effect  of  this  rule  on  the  national 
economy  is  not  expected  to  attain  $100 
million.  Loans  to  minority  businesses 
and  for  business  district  revitalization 
are  presently  made  under  existing 
authority.  It  is  not  expected  that  the 
definitions  of  such  terms  set  forth  in  this 
rule  would  have  a  significant  effect  on 
the  niunber  of  applications  or  dollar 
value  of  such  loans.  Specifically,  in  FY 
90, 109  loans  averaging  $172,000  each 
were  made  to  minority  firms.  No  more 
than  $10  million  in  additional  demand 
could  result.  The  business  revitalization 
definition  is  also  unlikely  to  result  in 
more  than  $10  million  in  additional 
demand  and  the  current  definition  of 
rural  area  is  not,  in  practice, 
significantly  different  from  the  revised 
definition  adopted  here.  The  impact  of 
503  companies  packaging  and  servicing 
7(a)  loans  under  contract  will  be  less 
than  $10  million  based  upon  information 
provided  by  the  industry  reflecting  the 
interest  expressed  in  undertaking  such 
actions. 

This  rule  will  not  result  in  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices  to  consumers, 
individual  industries.  Federal,  state  and 
local  govenunent  agencies  or  geographic 
regions,  and  will  not  have  adverse 
effects  on  competition,  employment, 
investment  productivity,  or  iimovation. 
SBA  certifies  that  these  rules  do  not 
warrant  the  preparation  of  a  Federalism 
Assessment  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  12612. 

For  the  purpose  of  compliance  with 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
601  et  seq.,  the  provisions  of  this  rule 
may  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  The  following  analysis  of  the 
provisions  is  provided  within  the 
context  of  the  review  prescribed  in  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  603). 

1.  These  regulations  are  promulgated: 

(a)  To  implement  Public  Law  101-574, 
cited  above  and  101-515;  and, 

(b)  To  conform  existing  regulations  to 
the  requirements  of  the  new  law. 

2.  The  legal  bases  for  these 
regulations  are  section  5(b)(6)  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  15  U.S.C.  634(b)(6); 
sections  308(b)  and  503(a)(2)  of  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act,  15 
U.S.C.  687(b)  and  697(a)(2);  and  section 
136  of  Public  Law  100-590. 

3.  These  regulations,  taken  together, 
apply  to  all  503  companies  and  to  all 
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small  concerns  applying,  or 
contemplating  an  application,  for 
assistance  under  this  program.  While  it 
is  impossible  to  estimate  their  number, 
we  can  say  that  1,517  commitments  for 
debenture  guarantees  were  made  by 
SBA  in  FY 1991. 

4.  There  are  no  additional  reporting, 
recordkeeping  and  other  compliance 
requirements  inherent  in  these  rules. 

5.  There  are  no  Federal  rules  which 
duplicate,  overlap  or  conflict  with  these 
rules. 

6.  There  are  no  significant  alternate 
means  to  accomplish  the  objectives  of 
these  regulations. 

For  purposes  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act,  Public  Law  98-115, 44 
U.S.C.  ch.  35,  ^A  certifies  that  these 
rules  impose  no  new  reporting  or 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

List  of  Subjects  in  13  CFR  Part  108 

Loan  programs /business.  Small 
businesses. 

'  For  the  reasons  set  forth  above,  part 
108  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  108 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  15  U.S.C  687(c).  695, 696,  697a. 
697b,  697& 

2.  Section  108.2  is  amended  by  adding 
definitions  of  the  following  terms  in  the 
appropriate  alphabetical  order 
“Business  DisMct  Revitalization”,  “Job 
Opportunity”,  and  "Minority  Business”: 
and  by  revising  the  definition  of  “Rural 
Area”  to  read  as  follows: 

$108.2  Definitions. 
***** 

Business  District  Revitalization 
means  activity  in  a  business  area  of  a 
community  with  a  recognized 
revitalization  or  redevelopment  plan 
that  encourages  business  development 
as  a  means  of  enchancing  the  economic 
productivity  of  such  area. 
***** 

Job  Opportunity  means: 

(1)  Full  time  (or  equivalent)  permanent 
employment  created  as  a  direct  result  of 
the  project  within  two  years  of  receipt  of 
permanent  financing  under  this  part,  or 

(2)  Full  time  (or  equivalent)  permanent 
employment  retained  that  would  have 
been  lost  to  the  community  but  for  the 
project  financed  under  this  part. 
***** 

Minority  Business  means  a  small 
business  concern  which  is  at  least  51% 
unconditionally  owned  and  controlled 
by  an  individual(s)  who  is  a  member  of 
a  group  identified  in  $  124.105(b)  of  this 
tide. 

***** 


(1)  Any  political  subdivision  or 
unincorporated  area  in  a  non- 
metropolitan  county  (as  defined  by  the 
Economic  Development  Division, 
Economic  Resetutdi  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture)  or  the 
eqidvalent  thereof:  or  (2)  Any  political 
subdivision  or  unincorporat^  area  in  a 
metropolitan  county  or  the  equivtdent 
thereof,  which  SBA  may  determine  to  be 
rural  if  such  political  subdivision  or  area 
has  a  resident  population  of  less  than 
^,000. 

***** 

3.  Section  108.503-1  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (e)  to  read  as 
follows: 

$  108.503-1  EHgibMty  requireinents  for 
503  CompankM. 

***** 

(e)  Permissible  functions  of  a  503 
company.  (1)  A  503  compemy  shall 
provide  financial  assistance  in 
participation  with  SBA  under  title  V  of 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  and 
this  part  and  maintain  an  activity  level 
set  forth  in  $  108.503-3(c).  Such 
company  may  participate  in  the  501  and 
502  loan  programs  if  the  qualifications 
set  forth  in  $  108.501  or  $  108.502  are 
met. 

(2)  A  503  Company  is  encouraged  to 
marshall  resources  for  the  benefit  of 
small  business  in  a  manner  that  will 
result  in  community  economic 
development  Accordingly,  a  503 
company  may  also  help  small  concerns 
obtain  other  assistance  from  SBA  or 
other  government  and  non-government 
programs  by  preparing  loan  applications 
and  facilitating  management  and 
procurement  assistance. 

(3)  A  503  company  may  prepare,  close 
and  service  deferred  participation  loans 
under  contract  with  lenders 
participating  imder  section  7(a)  of  the 
Small  Business  Act  provided: 

(i)  A  written  agreement  approved  by 
SBA,  setting  forth  roles  and 
relationships  and  terms  and  conditions, 
exists  between  the  503  company  and  the 
participating  7(a)  lender. 

(ii)  The  participating  7(a)  lender  has  a 
valid  Participation  Agreement  (SBA 
Form  750]  with  SBA  and  affirms  its 
responsibility  under  such  agreement  to 
SBA,  notwithstanding  its  contractual 
relationship  with  the  503  company,  with 
respect  to  any  loan  closed  or  serviced 
by  a  503  company  on  its  behalf: 

(iii)  The  7(a]  lender  is  authorized  to 
conduct  lenffing  activities  within  the 
State: 

(iv)  Fees  and  charges  assessed  the 
borrower  are  limited  to  those  permitted 
by  13  CFR  part  120  and  no  additional 
costs  are  charged  to  the  borrower  by  the 
participating  lender  or  the  503  company 


as  a  result  of  the  contractual 
relationship  with  the  503  company:  and 

(v)  The  compensation  received  by  the 
503  company  is  reasonable  relative  to 
the  services  performed  pursiuint  to  the 
contract 

(4)  A  &nall  Business  Investment 
Company  (SBIC)  licensed  by  SBA  may 
not  cer^ed  as  a  503  company  nor 
may  a  503  company  be  an  SBIC. 

***** 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
59^)36  Certified  Development  Company 
Loans  (503  Loans);  59.041  Certified 
Development  Company  Loans  (504  Loans). 

Dated:  March  10. 1992. 

Patrida  Saiki, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8112  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

38  CFR  Part  9 

RIN  2900-AF53 

Servicemen’a  and  Vetarana’  Group 
Ufa  Insurance 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Final  regulations. 

summary:  The  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs  is  amending  its  regulations 
relating  to  Servicemen’s  and  Veterans’ 
Group  Life  Insurance  to  reflect  that  the 
law  provides  for  an  increase  in  the 
maximum  amount  of  Servicemen’s  and 
Veterans’  Group  Life  Insurance  which 
may  be  purchased. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  6, 1991. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Gregory  C.  Hosmer,  Insurance 
Specialist/ Attorney,  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  Regional  Office  and 
Insurance  Center,  P.O.  Box  8079, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101,  (215) 
951-5710. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

“Persian  Gulf  Conflict  Supplemental 
Authorization  and  Personnel  Benefits 
Act  of  1991,”  Public  Law  102-25,  in  part, 
amends  sections  1967  and  1977  (formerly 
sections  767  and  777)  of  title  38,  United 
States  Code.  'The  amendments  provide 
for  an  increase  from  $50,000  to  $100,000 
in  the  maximum  amount  of  Servicemen’s 
and  Veterans’  Group  Life  Insurance. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  determined  that  prior  publication  for 
notice  and  public  comment  is,  pursuant 
to  38  CFR  1.12,  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest.  There 
exists  good  cause  for  making  these  final 


Rural  Area  means: 


11910  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57.  No.  68  /  Wednesday,  April  8.  1992  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


regulatory  amendments  effective 
without  prior  public  comment  Since  the 
amendments  merely  reflect  statutory 
changes  in  the  law,  allowing  public 
comment  would  have  no  effect  on 
implementing  the  changes  mandated  by 
Congress.  Additionally,  the  cost  to  the 
Government  ultimately  a  burden  to  the 
taxpayer,  for  prior  publication  is  saved. 

The  Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs 
hereby  certifies  that  these  fibaal 
regulations  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  as  they  are  defined  in  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  5 
U.S.C.  601-612.  Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C 
605(b],  these  fiinal  regulations  are, 
therefore,  exempt  from  the  initial  and 
final  regulatory  flexibility  analyses 
requirements  of  sections  603  and  604. 

The  reason  for  this  certification  is  that 
these  final  regulations  will  affect  only 
certain  government  life  insurance 
policyholders.  They  will,  therefore,  have 
no  significant  direct  impact  on  small 
entities  in  terms  of  compliance  costs, 
paperwork  requirements  or  effects  on 
competition. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  also  determined  that  these  final 
regulations  are  nonmajor  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulations.  These  regulations  will  not 
have  a  $100  million  annual  effect  on  the 
economy,  will  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices,  and  will  not 
otherwise  have  any  significant  adverse 
economic  effects. 

The  catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  Program  number  for  these 
regulations  is  64.103.  ^ 

List  of  Subjects  in  38  CFR  Part  9 

Armed  forces.  Life  insurance. 
Veterans. 

Approved:  February  7, 1992. 

Edward  |.  Demrinski, 

Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  38  CFR  part  9  is  amended  as 
set  forth  below: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  9 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  72  SUt  1114,  79  Stat  880,  84 
Stat.  326,  88  Stat.  165  (38  U.S.C.  501), 
subchapter  III,  chapter  19,  unless  o&erwise 
noted. 

S  9.2  [Amended] 

2.  In  S  9.2,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  are 
amended  by  removing  the  date  “January 
1, 1986"  from  both  paragraphs,  and  add 
in  its  place  the  date  “April  6, 1991”  in 
both  paragraphs. 

3.  In  §  9.3,  paragraph  (e)  and  its 
authority  citations  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


$9.3  Applications. 

***** 

(e)  Members  who  met  the 
requirements  for  full-time  Servicemen's 
Group  Life  Insurance  coverage  under 
$  9.1(a)(3)  or  Veterans'  Group  Life 
Insurance  coverage  tmder  $  9.3(f)  as  of 
May  1, 1991,  are  eligible  to  obtain 
increased  coverage  up  to  a  maximum  of 
$100,000  if  the  member — 

(1)  Is  insured  under  Servicemen's 
Group  Life  Insurance  or  Veteran's  Group 
Life  Insurance  as  of  May  1, 1991;  or 

(2)  Within  one  year  affer  May  1, 1991, 
reinstates  Servicemen's  Group  Life 
Insurance  or  Veterans'  Group  Life 
Insurance  that  had  lapsed  for 
nonpayment  of  premiums;  and 

(3)  'Die  member  submits  a  written 
application  for  the  increased  coverage  to 
the  office  established  in  $  9.1(j)  with^ 
one  year  after  May  1, 1991. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.a  1977) 
***** 

4.  Section  9.4  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  9.4  Amount  of  Inaurance. 

Effective  April  6, 1991,  Servicemen's 
Group  Life  Insurance  is  issued  in  the 
amount  of  $100,000  unless  the  insured 
member  elects  in  writing — 

(a)  To  not  be  insured,  or 

(b)  To  be  insured  in  any  lesser  amount 
evenly  divisible  by  $10,000. 

The  $100,000  coverage  does  not  apply  to 
those  members  separated  or  released 
prior  to  April  6, 1991,  except  for  those 
members  eligible  for  coverage  imder 
$  9.1(a)(3]  of  this  part 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  1967) 

$  9.24  [Amended] 

5.  In  $  9.24,  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and  (2) 
are  amended  by  removing  the  date 
“January  1, 1966“  fix>m  both  paragraphs, 
and  adding  in  its  place  the  date  “April  6, 
1991."  in  both  ptu'agraphs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7901  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
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38  CFR  Part  21 
RIN  2900-AF32 

Imptementation  of  the  Persian  Gulf 
War  Veterans’  Benefits  Act  of  1991 
and  the  Montgomery  Gl  BUI;  Active 
Duty 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

ACTION:  Interim  final  regulations  with 
request  for  public  comment. 

SUMMARY:  The  Persian  Gulf  War 
Veterans'  Benefits  Act  of  1991  provides 


increases  in  the  full-time  rate  of  basic 
educational  assistance  payable  to 
someone  pursuing  a  program  of 
education  under  the  Montgomery  GI 
Bill — ^Active  Duty,  effective  October  1, 
1991.  These  interim  regulations 
implement  that  increase.  VA  also  is 
authorized  by  law  to  set  by  regulation 
the  amount  of  monthly  educational 
assistance  payable  to  someone  who  is 
pursuing  a  program  of  education  at  other 
than  the  full-time  rate  imder  the 
Montgomery  GI  Bill — ^Active  Duty.  Since 
full-time  rates  are  increased,  VA  is 
making  proportional  Increases  to  other 
than  fi^-time  rates.  The  portion  of  this 
notice  setting  these  rates  effective 
October  1, 1991  constitutes  interim  final 
regulations  to  inform  the  public  of  the 
rates  of  educational  assistance  payable 
for  this  training.  Public  comment  is 
invited  concerning  theee  other  than  full¬ 
time  rates. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  8, 1992.  Comments  will  be  ' 
available  for  public  inspection  until  May 
18, 1992.  These  regulations  are  effective 
October  1, 1991. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  commits  to: 
Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs  (271A), 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20420.  All  written  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
only  in  the  Veterans  Services  Unit,  room 
170  of  the  above  address  between  the 
hours  of  8  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday  (except  holidays)  until 
May  18, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

June  C.  Schaeffer,  Assistant  Director  for 
Policy  and  Program  Administration, 
Education  Service,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration,  (202)  233-2092. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
337  of  the  Persian  Gulf  War  Veterems' 
Benefits  Act  1991  (Pub.  L 102-25) 
provides  an  increase  in  educational 
assistance  payable  under  the 
Montgomery  GI  Bill — ^Active  Duty  to 
someone  who  is  pursuing  a  full-time 
program  of  education.  This  increase  is 
effective  on  October  1, 1991,  and  will 
last  for  two  years.  At  the  end  of  that 
two-year  period  the  Secretary  of 
Veterans  Affairs  may  either  revert  to 
payment  at  the  rates  in  effect  before 
October  1, 1991;  continue  paying  the 
new  rates;  or  provide  a  percentage 
increase  in  educational  assistance  equal 
to  the  percentage  increase  in  the 
Consumer  Price  Index  during  the  12- 
month  period  preceding  June  30, 1993. 

The  law  (38  U.S.C.  1415(a)(2])  requires 
the  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
(VA)  to  set  the  rate  of  payment  of 
educational  assistance  to  people 
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pursuing  programs  of  education  at  a  rate 
other  than  full  time.  Since  statutory  full¬ 
time  rate  increases  are  effective  October 
1, 1991,  we  are  making  corresponding 
proportional  increases  in  the  other  than 
full-time  rates  effective  the  same  date. 
Interim  final  regulations  provide  those 
new  other  than  full-time  rates  of 
payment. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  determined  that  these  amended 
regulations  do  not  contain  a  major  rule 
as  that  term  is  defined  by  Executive 
Order  12291,  entitled  Federal  Regulation. 
Although  the  increase  in  benefits  may 
cost  more  than  $100  million,  the  increase 
is  caused  by  the  imderlying  law  which 
the  regulations  implement.  The 
regulations  themselves  will  not  have  a 
$100  million  annual  effect  on  the 
economy,  and  will  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices  for  anyone. 
They  will  have  no  significant  adverse 
effects  on  competition,  employment, 
investment,  productivity,  innovation,  or 
on  the  ability  of  the  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

The  Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs 
certifies  that  these  amended  regulations, 
if  promulgated,  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  as 
they  are  defined  in  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  6  U.S.C.  601-612. 
Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  the  amended 
regulations,  therefore,  are  exempt  from 
the  initial  and  final  regulatory  flexibility 
analyses  requirements  of  sections  603 
and  604. 

This  certification  can  be  made 
because  the  regulations  affect  only 
individuals.  They  will  have  no 
significant  economic  impact  on  small 
entities,  i.e.,  small  businesses,  small 
private  and  nonprofit  organizations  and 
small  governmental  jurisdictions. 

VA  finds  that  good  cause  exists  for 
publishing  these  regulations  as  interim 
final  regulations  with  a  request  for 
public  comment  rather  than  publishing 
them  as  proposed  regulations.  The  law 
requires  that  the  new  rates  for  full-time 
training  go  into  effect  on  October  1, 

1991.  It  would  be  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  delay  implementation  of 
corresponding  less  than  full-time  rate 
increases  im^  after  October  1, 1991  in 
order  to  provide  for  prior  public  notice 
and  comment. 

The  Catalog  of  Federal  Ekimestic 
Assistance  number  for  this  program  is  64.124. 

List  of  Subjects  in  38  CFR  Part  21 

Civil  rights.  Claims,  Education,  Grant 
programs-education.  Loan  programs- 
education.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 


requirements.  Schools,  Veterans, 
Vocational  education.  Vocational 
rehabilitation. 

Approved:  March  6, 1992. 

Edward  ).  Derwinski, 

Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  38  CFR  part  21,  subpart  K  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

PART  21— VOCATIONAL 
REHABILITATION  AND  EDUCATION 

Subpart  K— AH  Volunteer  Force 
Educational  Assistance  Program  (New 
GIBiU) 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  21, 
subpart  K  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  chapter  30,  Pub.  L  98- 
525;  38  US.C  501(c)) 

2.  In  S  21.7136,  paragraph  (a)  and  its 
authority  citation  are  revised;  and 
paragraphs  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  and  their 
authority  citations  are  revised:  and  the 
introductory  text  to  paragraph  (b)(3)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

S  21.7136  Rates  of  payment  of  basic 
educational  assistance. 

(a)  Rates.  (1)  Except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  this  section  and  §  21.7137  of 
this  part  the  monthly  rate  of  basic 
educational  assistance  payable  to  a 
veteran  is  the  rate  stated  in  this  table. 


Training 

Monthly  rate 

Fun  time.; _ _ _ 

$350.00. 

%  time . 

262.50. 

V4  time.- . 

175.00. 

Less  than  Vi  but  more 

175.00  See 

than  Vi  time. 

S  21.7136<d). 

V4  time  or  less . 

87.50  See 
521.7136(d). 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  3015(c),  3015(f);  Pub.  L 
98-525,  Pub.  L  102-25,  Oct.  1, 1991] 

(2)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  section,  the  monthly  rate  of  basic 
educational  assisteince  payable  to  a 
veteran  who  is  pursuing  an 
apprenticeship  or  other  on-job  training 
is  the  rate  stated  in  this  table. 


Training  period 

Morrthly 

rate 

First  six  nranths  of  pursuit  of  program . 

Second  six  months  of  pursuit  of  pro- 

$262.50 

10250 

122.50 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  3015.  3032(c):  Pub.  L  99- 
576.  Pub.  L 102-25.  Oct  1. 1991) 

(3)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  section  the  monthly  rate  of  basic 
educational  assistance  payable  to  a 


veteran  who  is  pursuing  a  cooperative 
course  is  $280. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  3015(f).  3032(d);  Pub.  L 
100-689.  Pub.  L 102-25.  Oct  1. 1991] 

(b)  Rates  for  veterans  whose  initial 
obligated  period  of  active  duty  is  less 
than  three  years.  (1)  Except  as 
otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  the 
monthly  rate  of  basic  educational 
assistance  payable  to  a  veteran  whose 
initial  obligated  period  of  active  duty  is 
less  than  three  yetirs  and  who  has  not 
served  and  is  not  committed  to  serve  in 
the  Selected  Reserve  for  a  period  of  four 
years  is  the  amount  stated  in  this  table. 


Training  period 

Monthly  rate 

Fun  time . 

$275.00. 

206.25. 

137.50. 

137.50  See  paragraph 
521.7136(d). 

68.75  See  paragraph 
521.7136(d). 

W  Wtia 

Less  than  Vi  but  more 
than  Vi  time. 

Vi  time  or  iess . 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  3015(c);  Pub.  L  98-525, 
Pub.  L 102-25.  Oct  1. 1991) 


(2)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  section,  the  monthly  rate  of 
educational  assistance  payable  to  a 
veteran  whose  initial  obligated  period  of 
active  duty  is  less  than  three  years  and 
who  has  not  served  and  is  not 
committed  to  serve  in  the  Selected 
Reserve  for  a  period  of  four  years,  and 
who  is  pursuing  an  apprenticeship  or 
other  on-job  training  is  the  rate  stated  in 


this  table. 

Training  period 

Monthly 

rate 

First  six  months  of  pursuit  of  program . 

Second  six  months  of  pursuit  of  pro- 

$206.50 

151.25 

96.25 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  3032(c):  Pub.  L 102-25) 

(3)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  section,  the  monthly  rate  of  basic 
educational  assistance  payable  is  $220 
when — 

***** 

(Authority  38  U.S.C  3032(d):  Pub.  L  102-25) 

3.  In  §  21.7137,  paragraphs  (a)  and 

(c)(2)  and  their  authority  citations  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows. 

§  21.7137  Rates  of  payment  of  basic 
educational  asaietance  for  Indlvkhiale  with 
remaining  entitlement  under  36  U.S.C. 
chapter  34. 

(a)  Minimum  rates.  (1)  Except  as 
provided  in  this  section,  the  monthly 
rate  of  basic  educational  assistance  will 
be  the  rate  taken  fiom  the  following 
table. 
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Training 


MonMy  rafta 


No 

dependents 

One 

dependent 

Two 

dependents 

Addtional 
for  each 
addition^ 
dependent 

$538.00 
404.00 
269.00 
>269.00 
*  134.50 

$574.00 

430.50 

287.00 

$605.00 

454.00 

30250 

$16.00 

12.00 

8.50 

401.60  ' 

1 

422.00  ^ 

1 

441.60 

9.20 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  1415(c).  1415(f);  Pub.  L.  (2)  For  veterans  pursuing  an  assistance  will  be  the  rate  taken  from 

98-525.  Pub.  L 100-689.  Pub.  L.  102-25.  Oct  1.  apprenticeship  or  other  on-job  training.  the  following  table. 

1991)  the  monthly  rate  of  basic  educational 


MonMy  rate 


Training  period  | 

No 

dependents 

One 

dependent 

Two 

depervlants 

AdddkKial 
for  each 
additional 
dependent 

1 

$365.25 

$377.63 

$388.50 

$5.25 

2nd  6  nxxiths  of  pursuit  of  program . . .  .  .  .  . . . . . j 

246.86 

256.23 

265.93 

3.85 

146.30  i 

152.43  i 

157.15  1 

245 

Remaining  pursuit  of  program . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . 

134.40  1 

140.16 

145.43 

245 

(Authority:  38  UAC  1415(d).  1415(f);  Pub.  L 
99-576.  Pub.  L  102^5.  OcL  1. 1991) 

•  •  e  •  « 

(c)  *  *  * 

(2)  The  following  monthly  rates — 

(i)  $538XX)  for  full-time  training, 

(ii)  $404.00  for  three-quarter-time 
training, 

(iii)  $269.00  for  one-half-time  training 
and  training  that  is  less  than  one-half, 
but  more  than  one-quarter-time  training, 
and 

(iv)  $134.50  for  one-quarter-time 
training. 

(Authority.  38  U5.C  1415(d).  1415(f);  Pub.  L. 
96-525.  Pub.  L.  102-25,  Oct.  1, 1991) 

*  *  *  *  « 

(FR  Doc.  92-7666  Filed  4-7-62;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  S32(>-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1039 

[Ex  Parte  No.  346  (Sub4lo.  26)1 

Rail  Carriera;  Exemption  of  Industrial 
Development  Activities  From  Anti- 
Rebating  Provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Commission  is  adopting 
a  final  rule  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  10505, 
exempting  as  a  class  certain  market 


development  activities  from  the  anti- 
rebating  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  49  U.S.C.  10781(a], 
10762(a)(1).  11902, 11903,  and  11904(a), 
originally  enacted  as  the  Elkins  Act. 

This  will  allow  railroads  to  engage  in 
these  pre-movement,  non-transportation 
development  activities  without  fear  of 
prosecution  for  Elkins  Act  violations.  A 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in  this 
proceeding  was  published  on  July  15. 

1991  at  56  FR  32159.  The  exemption 
meets  the  criteria  of  49  U.S.C.  10505  and 
will  facilitate  efforts  to  attract  business, 
such  as  helping  to  develop  industrial 
parks  where  r^  service  will  be 
available  and  constructing  plant  track 
for  the  exclusive  use  by  a  shipper.  We 
will  establish  this  exemption  via  an 
addition  to  49  CFR  1039,  which  is  set 
forth  below.  Some  commenters  have 
indicated  that  special  consideration  may 
apply  for  market  development  activities 
involving  agricultural  shippers.  The 
Commission  currently  sees  no  need  to 
revoke  the  exemption,  delay  its 
effectiveness,  or  provide  special  relief 
for  agricultural  shippers.  However,  we 
are  commencing  a  separate  proceeding. 
Ex  Parte  No.  346  (Sub-No.  26B),  to 
investigate  whether  the  exemption 
should  remain  or  be  modified  or  revoked 
for  activities  related  to  movements  of 
non-exempt  agricultmal  commodities. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE  This  final  rule  is 
effective  May  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Joseph  R  Dettmar,  (202)  927-5660  (TDD 
for  hearing  impaired:  (202)  927-5721). 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission's  decision.  To  purchase 
a  copy  of  the  full  decision,  write  to,  call, 
or  pidc  up  in  person  from:  Dynamic 
Concepts,  Ina,  room  2229,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20423.  Telephone:  (202) 
289-4357/4359.  (Assistance  for  the 
hearing  impaired  is  available  through 
TDD  services  (202)  927-6721.) 

As  explained  in  our  fill  decision,  we 
reaffirm  our  preliminary  conclusion  that 
we  have  authority  to  issue  exemptions 
from  the  Elkins  Act  and  that  this  class 
exemption  meets  the  criteria  of  section 
10505.  The  exemption  will  make  it  easier 
for  rail  carriers,  both  large  and  small,  to 
attract  new  and  vital  business  through 
market  development  activities,  by 
eliminating  the  fear  of  Elkins  Act 
prosecution.  Moreover,  regardless  of 
which  shippers  will  directly  receive 
development  incentives,  all  rail  shippers 
will  benefit  at  least  indirectly  since  an 
increase  in  transportation  options  would 
intensify  competition  and  thereby 
potentially  reduce  transportation  rates. 

We  also  reaffirm  our  preliminary 
conclusions  that  this  action  will  not 
significantly  afreet  either  the  quality  of 
the  hiunan  enviromnent  or  the 
conservation  of  energy  resources  and 
that  the  proposed  exemption  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
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List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  Part  1039 

Agricultural  conunodities,  Intermodal 
transportation,  Manufactmed 
commodities.  Railroads. 

Decided:  March  24, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Philbin,  Vice 
Chairman  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips  and  Emmett.  Commissioner 
Simmons  dissented  with  a  separate 
expression. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  |r.. 

Secretary. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  title  49,  chapter  X,  part  1039 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  1039— EXEMPTIONS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1039 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  10321, 10505, 10708, 
10761, 10762, 11105, 11902, 11903,  and  11904; 
and  5  U.S.C.  553. 

2.  A  new  §  1039.22  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

$  1039.22  Exemption  of  certain  payments, 
services,  and  commitments  from  the  Elkins 
Act  and  related  provisions. 

(a)  Whenever  a  rail  carrier: 

(ij  Provides  payments  or  services  for 
industrial  development  activities;  or, 

(2)  makes  commitments  regarding 
future  transportation; 
and  reasonably  determines  that  such 
payments,  services  or  commitments 
would  not  be  eligible  for  inclusion  in  rail 
contracts  under  49  U.S.C.  10713,  such 
transaction(s)  shall  be  exempt  from  49 
U.S.C.  10761(a),  10762(a)(1),  11902, 11903, 
and  11904(a),  subject  to  thq  conditions 
set  forth  in  paragraphs  (b)  through  (e)  of 
this  section. 

(b)  If  any  interested  person(s)  believes 
a  tremsaction  is  eligible  for  inclusion  in 
one  or  more  contracts  under  49  U.S.C. 
10713,  that  person’s  exclusive  remedy 
shall  be  to  request  the  Commission  to  so 
determine,  and  if  the  Commission  does 
so,  the  transaction  shall  no  longer  be 
exempted  by  this  section  commencing  60 
days  after  the  date  of  the  Commission’s 
determination. 

(c)  Transactions  that  are  exempt 
imder  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall 
be  subject  to  all  other  applicable 
provisions  of  Title  49  U.S.C.  Subtitle  IV 
and  to  the  antitrust  laws  to  the  extent 
that  the  activity  does  not  fall  within  the 
Commission’s  exclusive  jurisdiction. 

(d)  For  any  actual  movement  of  traffic, 
a  carrier  must  file  any  required  tariff  or 
section  10713  contract,  and  conform  to 
all  other  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  but  this 


paragraph  shall  not  be  interpreted  to 
limit,  revoke,  or  remove  the  effect  of  the 
exemption  granted  imder  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  with  respect  to  any 
payments,  services,  or  commitments 
made  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  rate  or 
contract. 

(e)  When  any  person  files  with  the 
Commission  a  petition  to  revoke  the 
exemption  granted  by  this  section  as  to 
any  specific  transaction,  the  rail  carrier 
shall  have  the  burden  of  showing  that, 
with  respect  to  such  transaction,  all 
requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  were  met,  and  the  carrier 
reasonably  expected,  before 
undertaking  such  payments,  services  or 
commitments,  that  such  payments, 
services  or  commitments  would  result, 
within  a  reasonable  time,  in  a 
contribution  to  the  carrier’s  going 
concern  value. 

(f)  This  exemption  shall  remain  in 
effect  unless  modified  or  revoked  by  a 
subsequent  order  of  this  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8057  Filed  4-7-62;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  285 
[Docket  No.  910102-1312] 

Atlantic  Tuna  Fisheries 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  closure. 

SUMMARY:  NOAA  issues  this  notice  to 
close  the  fishery  for  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  conducted  by  longline  vessels 
permitted  in  the  Incidental  Catch 
category  in  the  Regulatory  Area  south  of 
36*00'  N  latitude.  'This  closure  is 
effective  0001  hours,  on  April  10, 1992, 
through  December  31, 1992.  Closure  of 
this  segment  of  the  fishery  is  necessary 
because  NOAA  has  determined  that  the 
annual  quota  for  this  category  has  been 
attained. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  'The  closure  is  effective 
fi:om  0001  hours  local  time  on  April  10, 
1992,  through  December  31, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Richard  B.  Stone,  301-713-2347. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the 
au^oritv  of  the  Atlantic  Tunas 
Convention  Act  (16  U.S.C.  971-97lh) 
regulating  the  harvest  of  Atlantic  bluefin 


tuna  by  persons  and  vessels  subject  to 
U.S.  jurisdiction  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  25, 1985  (50 
FR  43398).  Section  285.22(f)  of  the 
regulations  provides  for  an  annual  quota 
of  132  metric  tons  (mt)  of  giant  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  to  be  harvested  from  the 
Regulatory  Area  by  vessels  permitted  in 
the  Incidental  Longline  category.  Of  this 
amount,  no  more  than  104  mt  may  be 
landed  south  of  36*00'  N  latitude. 

'The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  NOAA  (Assistant 
Administrator)  is  required  under 
§  285.20(b](l]  to  monitor  the  catch  and 
landing  statistics  and,  on  the  basis  of 
these  statistics,  to  project  a  date  when 
the  total  catch  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
will  equal  any  quota  under  §  285.22.  The 
Assistant  Administrator  is  further 
required  under  §  285.20(b)(1)  to  prohibit 
the  fishing  for,  or  retention  of,  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  by  the  category  of  vessel 
subject  to  the  quota  when  the  catch 
equals  the  quota. 

Based  on  landing  reports,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  has  determined 
that  the  quota  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
allocated  for  the  Incidental  Longline 
category  in  the  Regulatory  Area  south  of 
36*00'  N  latitude  will  be  attained  by  the 
effective  date  of  this  notice.  Retention  of 
giant  Atlemtic  bluefin  tuna  by  longline 
vessels  in  the  portion  of  the  Regulatory 
Area  south  of  36*00'  N  latitude  must 
cease  at  0001  hours,  April  10, 1992. 
Vessels  permitted  in  the  Incidental 
Longline  category  landing  their  catch 
north  of  36*00'  N  latitude  may  continue 
to  retain  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  caught 
incidentally  until  the  132  mt  quota  is 
reached. 

Other  Matters 

Notice  of  this  action  will  be  mailed  to 
Atlantic  bluefin  tima  dealers  and 
fishermen,  several  industry  publications, 
associations  and  state  agencies.  This 
action  is  taken  under  the  authority  of  50 
CFR  285.20,  and  is  taken  in  compliance 
with  Executive  Order  12291. 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  285 

Fisheries,  Penalties,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Treaties. 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  971  et  seq. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

Richard  H.  Schaefer, 

Director  of  Office  of  Fisheries,  Conservation 
and  Management,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7993  Filed  4-2-92;  4:22  pm] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3510-22-M 
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50CFR641 

(Docket  Na  §11221-2060] 

RIN0648-AE2S 

Reef  Fish  Fishery  of  the  GuH  of  Mexico 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Conunerce. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  Commerce 
(Secretary)  issues  this  final  rule  to 
implement  Amendment  4  to  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  the  Reef  Fish 
Resources  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  (FMP). 
This  final  rule:  (1)  Adds  almaco  jack  and 
banded  rudderfish  to  the  management 
unit;  (2)  specifies  diat  scamp  are 
counted  against  the  shallow-water 
grouper  quota  until  diat  quota  is 
reached,  after  which  scamp  are  counted 
against  the  deep-water  grouper  quota: 

(3)  establishes  a  3-year  moratorium  on 
additional  commercial  permits  in  the 
fishery,  with  allowances  for  permit 
transfers  and  sales  of  pennitted  vessels, 
while  a  more  comprehensive  limited 
access  system  is  developed:  (4) 
commencing  with  commercial  permits 
for  1993,  allows  the  earned  income 
requirement  to  be  met  in  either  of  the  2 
years  preceding  the  permit  application: 
(5)  re^dses  the  definitions  of  “charter 
vessel"  and  “headboat";  (6)  clarifies 
what  constitutes  having  trawl  gear  or  a 
longline  on  board  a  fishing  vessel:  and 
(7)  makes  minor  changes  for  consistency 
and  clarity.  In  addition.  Amendment  4 
modifies  the  timing  and  requirements  of 
the  framework  procedure  for 
implementing  or  changing  certain 
management  measures,  llie  intended 
effects  of  Amendment  4  and  this  rule  are 
to  protect  the  reef  fish  stocks,  some 
species  of  which  are  overfished,  to 
ensure  the  continued  economic  viability 
of  the  reef  fish  fishery,  to  provide  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  Fishery  Management 
Council  (Council]  with  necessary 
flexibility  in  the  rebuilding  program  for 
reef  fish,  and  to  conform  &e  regulations 
with  current  usage. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES;  May  8, 1992,  except 
that  S  646.4(1)  is  effective  May  8, 1992, 
through  May  7, 1995. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFOIMIATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  A.  Sadler,  813-893-3161. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  reef 
fish  fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  is 
managed  imder  the  FMP,  prepared  by 
the  Council,  and  its  implementing 
regulations  at  50  CFR  part  641,  under  the 
authority  of  the  Magnuson  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act 
(Magnuson  Act),  16  U.S.C.  1801  et  seq. 

The  backgrounds  and  rationales  for 
the  measures  in  this  final  rule,  and  for 


the  modification  of  the  timing  and 
requirements  of  the  fremework 
procedure  for  implementing  or  changing 
certain  management  measures,  are  set 
forth  in  the  preamble  to  the  proposed 
rule  (56  FR  67571,  December  31, 1991) 
and  in  Amendment  4  to  the  FKfi>.  the 
availability  of  which  was  annoimced  (56 
FR  59922,  November  26, 1991),  and  are 
not  repeated  here. 

Comments  and  Responses 

A  minority  report  si^ed  by  one 
Council  member  objected  to  the 
moratorium  on  acceptance  of  new 
applications  for  commercial  permits  and 
to  the  development  of  an  effort 
limitation  program  by  the  CounciL  Two 
commenters  covered  various  topics 
including  the  new  NMFS  stock 
assessment  receipt  date,  the 
moratorium,  and  the  limited  entry 
concept 

Comment:  One  commenter  objected  to 
modifying  the  scheduled  receipt  date  of 
NMFS's  stock  assessment  to  August 
rather  than  April  of  each  year,  as 
currently  required.  The  commenter 
believes  that  the  change  would  not 
allow  sufficient  time  for  review  by  the 
stock  assessment  panel,  advisory  panel, 
or  public  prior  to  ^al  Council  action. 
The  commenter  also  stated  that:  (1) 
Council  agendas  are  provided  to  the 
public  too  late  for  review  and  comment  • 
at  the  meetings:  and  (2)  NMFS  data 
collection  efforts  are  insufficient  to 
monitor  the  reef  fish  commercial  quotas. 

Response:  The  previous  year’s  stock 
information  usually  is  not  available 
during  April  the  month  currently 
specified  for  receipt  of  NMFS  stock 
assessments  by  the  Council. 
Consequently,  data  approximately  2 
years  old  must  be  relied  upon  for 
assessments  prepared  before  April  of 
each  year.  In  contrast,  data  for  an 
additional  year  routinely  are  available 
for  assessment  in  August  Accordingly, 
Amendment  4  offers  a  stock  assessment 
schedule  that  optimizes  use  of  the  most 
recent  data  base  and  allows  current 
assessment  of  the  resource. 

The  frameworic  procedure  still  allows 
flexibility  in  setting  receipt  dates  of  the 
stock  assessment  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Coimcil  and  the  Regional  Director, 
Southeast  Region,  NMFS.  Tlierefore,  the 
schedule  can  be  changed  when 
circumstances  require  a  receipt  date 
earlier  than  August 

Changing  the  receipt  date  of  the  stock 
assessment  to  August  allows  adequate 
time  for  review  and  comment  before 
final  Council  actioiL  The  Council 
receives  public  comment  at  its  meetings 
before  taking  final  action  on  any 
proposal,  and  may  elect  to  hold 
additional  hearings  Gulf-wide,  as 


appropriate.  Management  adjustments 
are  then  recommended  by  the  Coimcil 
and  submitted  for  review.  NMFS  also 
solicits  public  commoats  before  it  takes 
final  action. 

Comments  regarding  Council  agendas 
and  quota  monitoring  by  NMFS  are  not 
within  the  scope  of  Amendment  4  and 
its  implementing  regulations. 

Comment  One  Council  member  filed 
a  minority  report  objecting  to  the 
moratorium  and  recommending  the 
status  quo  (no  moratorium  or  limited 
access  program).  The  report  contends 
that  additional  time  is  needed  to 
evaluate  fully  the  already  restrictive 
management  measures  currently  in 
effect,  and  that  license  limitations 
restrict  the  ability  of  fishermen  to  shift 
effort  among  fisheries  as  necessary  for 
economic  survival 

Response:  The  objections  set  forth  in 
the  minority  report  6ue  not  supported  by 
available  information  on  the  reef  fish 
resource  and  related  industries.  Even 
with  the  50  percent  earned  income 
requirement  for  an  applicant  to  obtain  a 
reef  fish  commercial  permit,  the  fishing 
capacity  within  the  fishery  can  be 
characterized  as  excessive  compared  to 
the  available  level  of  resource. 
Accordingly,  the  reef  fish  fishery  needs 
some  additional  limit  on  participation. 
The  3-year  moratorium  provides  an 
initial  limitation  on  entry  during  the  time 
needed  to  collect  necessary  data  to 
design  and  present  at  public  hearings  a 
compreheiuive  Umited  access  programu 
After  public  hearings  and  if  approved  by 
the  Council,  the  program  would  be 
submitted  to  NMFS  as  an  FMP 
amendment  NMFS  would  solicit  public 
comments  on  the  amendment  before 
initiating  final  action.  ' 

A  commercial  fisherman  who  has  met 
the  earned  income  requirement  and  who 
applies  for  a  vessel  permit  for  reef  fish 
before  the  effective  date  of  the 
moratorium,  may  obtain  such  permit  for 
1992.  Under  the  requirement  an 
applicant  must  have  derived  more  than 
50  percent  of  his  or  her  earned  income 
from  commercial  charter,  or  headboat 
fishing  in  the  calendar  year  preceding 
the  application.  There  is  no  requirement 
that  the  qualifying  income  must  have 
been  earned  in  the  reef  fish  fishery. 
Accordingly,  a  fisherman  has  flexibility 
in  choosing  the  fisheries  in  which  he 
participates,  if  he  meets  and  continues 
to  meet  the  earned  income  requirement. 

During  the  moratorium,  a  fisherman 
not  initially  qualifying  for  a  reef  fish 
permit  coidd  obtain  a  permit  only  by 
purchasing  a  pennitted  reef  fish  vessel. 
Such  additional  entry  into  the  fishery 
during  the  moratorium  would  not 
increase  the  number  of  participating 


Fedwri  Regiater  /  Vol.  57.  No.  68  /  Wednesday.  April  8.  1992  /  Rules  and  Regulations  11915 


vessels.  Tlierefore,  NOAA  disagrees 
with  the  ndnority  report  and  has 
apinoved  the  moratorium  as  proposed 
under  Amendment  4. 

CoBunetit  A  participant  in  the  fishery 
Directed  to  stalling  the  permit 
moratorium  on  the  efiective  date  of  the 
implementing  regulations.  A  control  date 
of  November  1, 1989,  as  published  in  the 
Federal  Resistor,  was  cited  by  die 
commenter,  who  recommend^  an 
emergency  rule  to  start  the  permit 
moratorium  retroactive  to  that  date. 

Response:  At  the  Coimcil's  request  a 
control  date  was  published  to  provide 
notice  that  anyone  entering  the  reef  fish 
fishery  after  November  1. 1969,  may  not 
be  assured  of  future  access  under  a 
program  limiting  the  number  of 
participants.  However,  establishment  of 
a  control  date  does  not  commit  the 
Council  or  NMFS  to  any  particular 
management  regime,  or  effective  date 
for  a  permit  moratorium. 

Hie  Council  after  deliberation  on 
other  effective  dates  for  the  moratorium, 
decided  that  entry  into  the  reef  fish 
fishery  ahoidd  be  capped  at  the  level  of 
participation  when  Amendment  4  is 
implemented.  Accordingly,  the  Council 
chose  to  begin  the  moratorium  on  die 
effective  date  of  the  implementing 
regulations,  recognizing  furdier  delay 
would  encourage  increased  numbers  of 
permit  appiicaticKis  for  speculative 
purposes.  The  November  1, 1989,  control 
date  may  be  utilized  for  implemoiting 
the  comprehensive  limited  access 
program  to  be  developed  by  the  Council. 

Comment  One  commenter  contends 
that  NMFS  has  approved  a  limited  entry 
system  whereby  partidpants  will  be 
issued  shares  of  the  commercial  quota 
based  on  their  percentage  of  historic 
harvest.  The  commenter  recommended 
instead  a  limited  access  system  of  trip 
limits  and  equal  ^ares  for  all  fishing 
vessels. 

Response:  A  limited  entry  system 
based  on  individual  shares  has  not  beoi 
submitted  by  the  Council  and  none  has 
been  approved  by  NMFS.  During  the  3- 
year  moratorhim,  the  commerdal  quota 
is  not  being  allocated  to  partidpants  in 
shares.  Comments  on  the  operational 
aspects  of  any  additional  measures 
under  uiy  long-term  limited  access 
program  would  be  considered  under  a 
sepcuate  amendment  and  therefore  are 
outside  the  scope  of  Amendmmit  4  and 
this  rule. 

Comment  A  commenter  objected  to 
the  possession  limits  iiutituted  under 
Amendment  1.  whereby  charter  vessels 
and  headboats  on  multi-day  trips  are 
allowed  up  to  twice  the  daily  bag  limit 
under  certain  conditions.  The 
commenter  also  objected  to  issuance  of 
reef  fish  commercial  permits  based  on 


documentation  of  income  earned  in  the 
charter  vessel  and  head  boat  industries. 

Response:  These  comments  deal  with 
management  measures  that  were  mmdm 
available  for  pidilic  review  when 
prevtons  FMP  amendments  were 
adopted,  and  therefore  are  outside  the 
scope  of  the  final  rale  implementing 
Amendment  4. 

Approval  of  Amendment  4 

On  February  21. 1992,  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  approved  Amendment  4.  hi 
addition  to  foe  dianges  contained  in  fois 
final  rule.  Amendment  4  also  modifies 
the  timing  and  requirements  of  foe 
framework  procedure  for  implementing 
or  changing  certain  management 
measures. 

Classification 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce 
determined  that  Amendment  4  is 
necessary  for  the  conservation  and 
management  of  the  reef  fish  fishery  and 
that  it  is  consistent  with  the  national 
standards,  other  provisions  of  the 
Magnuson  Act  and  other  applicable 
law. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries.  NOAA,  (Assistant 
Administrator)  determined  that  this  final 
rule  is  not  a  “major  rule”  requiring  the 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis  under  Executive  Order  12291. 

The  Council  prepared  a  regulatory 
impact  review  (RIR)  as  part  of 
Amendment  4,  which  concludes  that  this 
final  rule  will  have  net  positive  benefits. 
A  summary  of  the  regulatory  impacts  of 
individual  management  measures  was 
included  in  the  discussion  of  each 
measure  in  the  proposed  rule,  with 
additional  analysis  and  discussion  in 
the  RIR.  and  is  not  repeated  here. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  has  certified 
to  the  Small  Business  Administration 
that  fois  final  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Accordingly,  a  regulatory  flexibility 
analysis  was  not  prepared. 

The  Council  prepared  an 
environmental  assessment  (EA)  that 
discusses  the  impact  on  the  environment 
as  a  result  of  this  rule.  Based  on  the  EA, 
the  Assistant  Administrator  concluded 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  inqiact 
on  the  human  environment  as  a  result  of 
this  rule. 

The  Council  determined  that  this  rule 
will  be  implemented  in  a  manner  that  is 
consistent  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable  with  foe  approved  coastal 
zone  management  programs  of 
Alabama.  Horida,  Louisiana,  and 
Mississippi  Texas  does  not  have  an 
approved  coastal  zone  management 


program.  These  determinations  were 
sub^tted  fat  review  by  die  responsible 
state  agencies  imder  section  307  of  the 
Coastal  Zone  Management  Act  Florida, 
Louisiana,  and  Mississippi  agreed  with 
the  determination.  Alabama  did  not 
respond  during  the  statutory  time 
period;  therefore,  state  agency 
agreement  wifo  the  consistency 
determination  is  presumed. 

This  final  rule  does  not  contain  a 
collection-of-information  requirement 
for  purposes  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act 

This  final  rule  does  not  contain 
policies  with  federalism  implications 
sufficient  to  warrant  preparation  of  a 
federalism  assessment  under  Executive 
Order  12612. 

List  of  Subjects  in  SO  CFR  Part  041 

Fisheries.  Fishing,  Repotting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992.  « 

Samuel  W.  McKeen, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  tiie 
preamble,  50  CFR  part  641  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  641-4)EEF  FISH  HSHERY  OF 
THEGULFOFIIEXICO 

1.  The  aufoority  citation  for  part  641 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.C  1801  et  seq. 

2.  In  §  6412,  the  definitions  for 
“Charter  vessel"  and  “Headboat"  are 
revised,  and  in  foe  definition  for  “Reef 
fish",  in  paragr^ih  (a)  under  “Jacks — 
Carangidae  Fan^y”,  two  new  species 
are  added  after  “Lesser  amberjadc”  to 
read  as  follows: 

$6412  DefbiltloiiB. 

*  *  «  *  • 

Charter  vessel  taeans  a  vessel  less 
then  100  gross  tons  (902  metric  tons) 
that  meets  the  requirements  of  the  Coast 
Guard  to  carry  six  or  fewer  passengers 
for  hire  and  tltet  carries  a  passenger  for 
liire  at  any  time  during  foe  calendar 
year.  A  charter  vessel  with  a  permit 
issued  under  S  84L4  is  considered  to  be 
operating  as  a  charter  vessel  when  it 
carries  a  passenger  who  pays  a  fee  or 
when  there  are  more  than  three  persons 
aboard,  including  operator  and  crew. 

•  *  •  *  • 

Headboat  means  m  vessel  that  holds  a 
valid  Certificate  of  Inspection  issued  by 
the  Coast  Guard  to  cany  passengers  for 
hire.  A  headboat  with  a  permit  issued 
under  §  641.4  is  considered  to  be 
operating  as  a  headboat  when  it  carrie* 
a  passenger  who  pays  a  fee  or  when 
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there  are  more  than  three  persons 
aboard,  including  operator  and  crew. 

***** 

Reef  fish  *  *  * 

(a)  *  *  * 

Jacks — Carangidae  Family 

***** 

Almaco  jack,  Seriola  rivoliana 
Banded  rudderfish,  Seriola  zonata 

***** 

3.  In  S  641.4,  paragraphs  (a)(2)  and 

(b)(2)(xi)  and  the  first  sentence  of 
paragraph  (g)  are  revised,  and  a  new 
paragraph  (1)  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  641.4  PannIts  and  fees. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  A  qualifying  owner  or  operator  of  a 
charter  vessel  or  headboat  may  obtain  a 
permit.  However,  a  charter  vessel  or 
headboat  must  adhere  to  the  bag  limits 
when  operating  as  a  charter  vessel  or 
headboat 

*  *  *  *  *  * 

(b) *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(xi)  A  sworn  statement  by  the 
applicant  certifying  that  more  than  50 
percent  of  his  or  her  earned  income  was 
derived  from  commercial,  charter,  or 
headboat  fishing  during  the  calendeu: 
year  preceding  die  application,  except 
that  for  renewal  of  permits  for  1993  and 
ensuing  years,  the  earned  income 
requirement  may  be  met  in  either  of  the 
two  calendar  years  preceding  the 
application: 

***** 

(g)  Transfer.  Except  as  provided  for 
under  parargaph  (1)  of  this  section,  a 
permit  issued  under  this  section  is  not 
transferable  or  assignable.  *  *  * 

***** 

(1)  Moratorium  on  permits.  The 
provisions  of  this  pcu'agraph  (1)  are 
effective  through  May  7, 1995. 

(1)  An  application  for  a  vessel  permit 
that  is  postmarked  or  hand-delivered 
after  May  7, 1992,  will  not  be  accepted, 
except  for  an  application  for  renewal  of 
an  eidsting  vessel  permit  or  as  provided 
in  paragraphs  (1)(2)  and  (1)(3)  of  this 
section. 

(2)  An  owner  of  a  permitted  vessel 
may  transfer  the  vessel  permit  to 
another  vessel  owned  by  him  or  her  by 
returning  the  existing  permit  with  an 
application  for  a  vessel  permit  for  the 
replacement  vessel. 

(3)  A  person  purchasing  a  vessel  with 
a  permit  issued  under  this  section  may 
obtain  a  permit  for  that  vessel,  and 
renew  the  permit  for  that  vessel  for  the 
ffrst  calendar  year  after  the  purchase, 
without  meeting  the  earned  income 
requirement  of  paragraph  (b)(2)(xi)  of 
this  section,  provided  that  the  seller  met 


the  earned  income  requirement. 

However,  to  renew  the  vessel  permit  for 
the  second  calendar  year  after  the 
purchase,  the  new  owner  must  meet  that 
earned  income  requirement  not  later 
than  the  first  calendar  year  after  the 
purchase  takes  place. 

(4)  A  permit  that  is  not  renewed  or  is 
revoked  will  not  be  reissued. 

4.  In  §  641.24,  paragraph  (a)(2)(iv)  is 
revised  and  new  paragraphs  (a)(4)  and 
(a)(5)  are  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  641.24  Bag  and  possession  limits. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(iv)  That  is  operating  as  a  charter 
vessel  or  headboat;  or 

***** 

(4)  For  the  purpose  of  paragraph 
(a)(2)(ii)  of  this  section,  a  vessel  is 
considered  to  have  trawl  gear  on  board 
when  trawl  doors  and  a  net  are  on 
board.  Removal  from  the  vessel  of  all 
trawl  doors  or  all  nets  constitutes 
removal  of  trawl  gear. 

(5)  For  the  purpose  of  paragraph 
(a)(2)(iii)  of  tUs  section,  a  vessel  is 
considered  to  have  a  longline  on  board 
when  a  power-operated  longline  hauler, 
a  cable  of  diameter  and  length  suitable 
for  use  in  the  longline  fishery,  and 
gangions  are  on  board.  Removal  of  any 
one  of  these  three  elements,  in  its 
entirety,  constitutes  removal  of  a 
longline. 

***** 

5.  In  §  641.25,  peiragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  641.25  Commercial  quotas. 
***** 

(b)  Deep-water  groupers,  i.e., 
yellowedge  grouper,  misty  grouper, 
Warsaw  grouper,  snowy  grouper, 
speckled  hind,  and,  after  the  commercial 
quota  for  shallow-water  grouper  is 
reached,  scamp,  combined — 1.8  million 
poimds. 

(c)  Shallow-water  groupers,  i.e.,  all 
groupers  other  than  deep-water  groupers 
and  jewfish,  including  scamp  before  the 
commercial  quota  for  shallow-water 
groupers  is  reached,  combined — 9.2 
million  pounds. 


§641.29  [Redesignated  from  §  3641.26] 

6.  Section  641.28  is  redesignated  as 
§  641.29  and  a  new  §  641.28  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  641.28  Adjustment  of  Management 
Measures. 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
and  limitations  of  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  the  Reef  Fish 
Resources  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  the 
Regional  Director  may  establish  or 


modify  for  species  or  species  groups  in 
the  reef  fish  fishery  the  following:  Target 
dates  for  rebuilding  overfished  species, 
total  allowable  catch,  bag  limits,  size 
limits,  vessel  trip  limits,  closed  seasons 
or  areas,  gear  restrictions,  and  quotas. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8062  Filed  4-3-92;  1:16  pm] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-22-M 

50  CFR  Part  641 

[Docket  No.  920385-2085] 

Reef  Fish  Fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
action:  Emergency  rule. 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  Commerce 
(Secretary)  promulgates  an  emergency 
rule  that  temporarily  amends  the 
regulations  governing  the  reef  fish 
fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  allow 
continued,  limited  commercial  fishing 
for  red  snapper.  Specifically,  through 
May  14, 1992,  commercial  fishermen 
may  harvest  and  sell  red  snapper  from 
the  F.F.Z  in  amounts  not  exceeding  1,000 
pounds  (453.6  kilograms)  per  trip.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
respond  to  economic  and  social 
emergencies  in  the  reef  fish  fishery  and 
to  prevent  waste  of  the  valuable  red 
snapper  resource. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  April  3, 1992,  through 
May  14, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  documents 
supporting  this  action  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Regional  Director,  Southeast 
Region,  NMFS,  9450  Koger  Boulevard, 

St.  Petersburg,  FL  33702. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  A.  Sadler,  813-893-3161. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the  Reef 
Fish  Resources  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
(FMP)  was  developed  by  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  Fishery  Management  Council 
(Council]  under  the  authority  of  the 
Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  (Magnuson  Act),  and 
is  implemented  by  relations  at  50  CFR 
part  641. 

A  comprehensive  stock  assessment, 
completed  in  1990  and  updated  in  1991, 
indicated  that  the  red  snapper  resource 
is  overfished.  In  response,  the  Council 
implemented  a  rebuilding  program  under 
which  it  reduced  the  annual  commercial 
quota  for  red  snapper  from  3.1  million 
pounds  for  1990  to  2.04  million  pounds 
for  1991,  continuing  for  1992. 

Preliminary  red  snapper  landings  data 
indicated  that  the  1992  commercial 
quota  was  met  just  53  days  into  the 
season.  Under  W  CFR  641.26,  NMFS  is 
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required  to  close  the  conunerdal  hahery 
for  a  species  or  species  group  when  the 
quota  for  that  spedes  tx  species  ^up  is 
reached,  or  is  projected  to  be  reached. 
Accordin^y,  die  commercial  fishery  for 
red  snapper  in  the  F.R7  was  closed 
February  22. 1992  (57  FR  6561.  February 
26. 1992). 

The  economic  and  social  effects  of  the 
early  closure  of  the  red  snapper  fishery 
and  associated  industries  were  fully 
discussed  at  the  March  9-12, 1992, 
meeting  of  the  Council  Public  testimony 
at  that  meeting  indicated  thab  (1) 
Significant  incidental  catch  and  discard 
of  red  snapper  was  associated  with 
fishing  for  alternative  species;  (2)  fishing 
for  alternative  species  during  the  closure 
was  unprofitable  without  income  from 
the  higher  value  red  snapper  due  to  low 
catch  rates  in  many  areas  and  low  value 
of  the  alternative  species;  and  [3]  in  the 
present  recession,  few  employment 
opportunities  are  available  for 
fishermen  who  can  no  longer  make  a 
profit  without  income  from  red  snapper. 
The  Council  determined  that  the  severe 
economic  status  of  the  fishery 
constitutes  an  emergency  that  justifies  a 
limited  additional  commercial  harvest  of 
red  snapper. 

Red  snapper  landings  in  1991  and  1992 
were  roughly  the  same;  however,  ex¬ 
vessel  values  were  considerably 
reduced  in  1992.  Presumably  the 
excessive  availability  of  fish  in  early 
1992  depressed  ex-vessel  prices. 
Landings  in  1991  were  valued  at  about 
$5.5  million  compared  to  between  $3.9 
and  $4.4  million  in  1992.  This  represents 
a  decrease  in  revenue  to  the  fishermen 
of  between  20  and  29  percent.  The 
impact  on  individual  fishermen, 
however,  varied  si^iificantly.  Some 
fishermen  reported  receiving  less  than 
$1.50  per  pound  while  others  reported 
receiving  as  much  as  $2.75  per  pound  for 
at  least  part  of  their  catch.  Prices  varied 
by  day  and  those  in  the  western  Gulf 
were  generally  lower  than  those  in  the 
eastern  Gulf. 

Besides  the  economic  impact  of 
depressed  ex-vessel  values,  some  of  the 
traditional  red  snapper  fishermen  may 
have  suffered  even  greater  economic 
losses  due  to  a  reported  influx  of 
nontraditicmal  fishermen.  The  permitted 
vessel  capacity  in  1991  was  more  than 
sufficient  to  have  takmi  the  entire  1992 
quota  in  one  or  two  days,  given  the 
unusually  high  catch  rates.  These 
reported  high  catch  rates  undoubtedly 
attracted  many  vessek  to  direct  their 
fishing  efforts  to  red  snapper.  An 
analysis  of  vessel  logbooks  by  Council 
staff  showed  that  60  percent  of  the 
vessels  rqx>rting  red  snapper  landings 
in  1991  had  total  annual  landings  of  less 


than  1,000  pounds  per  vessel  This 
suggests  that  in  1991  a  large  number  of 
vessels  were  not  conducting  a  directed 
fishery  for  red  snapper,  but  instead  were 
targeting  other  species.  Had  the  vessels 
reporting  these  relatively  small  landings 
redirected  their  efforts  to  red  snapper, 
they  could  have  accounted  for  a 
significant  portion  of  the  1992  landings. 
Unsubstantiated  reports  from  several 
dealers  indicated  that  landings  by 
nontraditional  fishermen  could  have 
accounted  for  as  much  as  30  percent  of 
the  quota. 

Due  to  the  economic  and  social 
impacts  of  the  early  red  snapper  closure, 
the  Council  requested  an  emergency  rule 
that  would  allow  commercial  harvest 
and  sale  of  red  snapper  from  the  EEZ  in 
an  amount  not  exceeding  14XX)  pounds 
(453.6  kilograms)  per  trip.  In  the 
Council’s  judgment,  flie  1.000-pound  trip 
limit; 

(1)  Is  below  the  level  that  will  support 
an  economically  viable  directed  fishery 
for  red  snapper,  thereby  discouraging 
significant  increases  in  the  directed 
harvest; 

(2)  Will  allow  fishermen  to  target 
other,  less  valuable,  reef  fish  and  land  a 
bycatch  of  higher  value  red  snapper, 
which  will  permit  most  trips  to  be 
profitable; 

(3)  Will  alleviate  some  of  the 
economic  impact  of  the  closure; 

(4)  Should  not  result  in  depressing  the 
ex-vessel  and  maricet  values  of  red 
snapper,  as  occurred  during  the  brief 
opening  earlier  this  year,  and 

(5)  Will  allow  retention  of  red 
snapper,  caught  in  fishing  for  other 
species,  that  would  otherwise  be  subject 
to  release  mortality,  and,  thus,  will 
reduce  waste  of  the  valuable  red 
snapper  resource. 

The  Council  rejected  the  “no  action” 
alternative  because  a  complete  closure 
of  the  red  snapper  fishery  would 
continue  the  excessive  economic 
burdens  on  the  red  snapper  industry. 

The  Council  also  considered  and 
rejected  several  options  for  emergency 
action  that  would  allow  a  continued, 
full-scale  directed  fishery,  including  split 
seasons  and  reopening  of  the  fishery 
without  harvest  limits.  Since  these 
alternatives  would  significantly  increase 
red  snapper  fishing  mortality,  the 
Council  recommended  the  1,000-pound 
vessel  trip  limit 

The  Council  requested  that  this 
emergency  rule  expire  no  later  than  May 
14, 1992,  when  the  Council  will: 

(1)  Review  a  report  from  its  Stock 
Assessment  Panel,  and  other 
information  available  on  the  limited 
additional  catch  of  red  snapper,  to 


detqnnine  the  need  for  further 
immediate  action;  and 

(2)  Recommend  appropriate  long-term 
changes  to  alleviate  the  economic 
problems  in  the  red  snapper  industry. 

To  ensure  that  this  action  does  not 
precipitate  harvests  of  red  snapper  that 
will  jeopardize  the  continued  viability  of 
the  resource,  after  the  report  from  the 
Council’s  Stock  Assessment  Panel  and 
after  consultation  with  the  Council,  the 
Regional  Director,  Souflieast  Region, 
NMFS  (Regional  Director),  may 
terminate  the  provisions  of  this 
emergency  rule  prior  to  May  14, 1992, 
effective  on  filing  a  notice  to  that  effect 
with  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

The  best  available  scientific 
information  indicates  that  an  additional 
catch  of  up  to  1.39  million  potmds  of  red 
snapper,  as  an  upper  limit  of  red 
snapper  that  could  be  caught  under  a 
1,000-pound  trip  limit  in  60  days,  would 
not,  by  itself,  necessitate  reduction  of 
the  1993  commercial  quota  to  achieve 
the  FMP’s  goal  of  a  20  percent  spawning 
potential  ratio  (SPR)  by  the  year  2007. 
Moreover,  the  action  is  within  the  FMFs 
three-year  “grace  period"  during  which 
allowable  catch  levels  may  exceed 
those  needed  to  achieve  biological 
recovery,  if  necessary  to  reduce 
negative  impacts  on  industry,  provided 
that  future  management  measures 
ensure  that  the  SPR  goal  is  met  by  2007. 

Two  Council  members  who  had  voted 
against  this  action  submitted  letters  of 
objection  to  the  Council's  request, 
contending  that: 

(1)  Emergency  conditions  do  not  exist 
in  the  fishery; 

(2)  Overfishing  could  occur  under  the 
emergency  reopening; 

(3)  The  trip  limit  is  unenforceable:  and 

(4)  The  rationale  presented  by 
proponents  of  the  emergency  nde  is  not 
based  on  the  best  avculable  scientific 
information. 

The  NMFS  Regional  Director  also 
voted  against  this  action  because,  at 
that  time,  there  was  no  information 
available  on  the  potential  magnitude  of 
the  harvest  that  could  be  taken  under 
the  proposed  trip  limit,  or  of  the 
residting  impact  of  that  harvest  of  the 
spawning  stock.  His  major  concern  was 
that  the  proposed  action  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  stock  rebuilding 
program,  thus  causing  long-term  damage 
to  the  resource  and,  Aus,  major  long¬ 
term  negative  economic  impacts  on  the 
fishing  industry.  His  concerns  have 
since  been  resolved  by  the  NMFS 
scientific  analysis  of  die  {Hcposed  trip 
limits.  To  enhance  enforceability  of  the 
trip  limits,  NMFS  is  requesting  each  Gulf 
of  Mexico  state  to  enact  compatible 
regulations  applicable  to  its  waters. 
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Classification  /, 

The  Secretary  has  determined  that 
this  rule  is  necessary  to  respond  to  an 
emergency  situation  and  is  consistent 
with  the  Magnuson  Act  and  other 
applicable  law. 

This  emergency  rule  is  exempt  from 
the  normal  review  procedures  of 
Executive  Order  12291  as  provided  in 
section  8(a)(1)  of  that  order.  It  is  being 
reported  to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  with  an 
explanation  of  why  it  is  not  possible  to 
follow  the  regular  procedures  of  that 
order. 

This  rule  is  exempt  from  the 
procedures  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  for  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  because  no  general 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  for  this 
rule  is  required  by  law. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  NOAA  (Assistant 
Administrator),  prepared  an 
environmental  assessment  (EA)  for  this 
action  which  concludes  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  impact  on  the  human 
environment.  A  copy  of  the  EA  is 
available  fit}m  the  address  above. 

The  Assistant  Administrator 
determined  that  this  rule  will  be 
implemented  in  a  manner  that  is 
consistent  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable  with  the  approved  coastal 
zone  management  programs  of 
Alabama,  Florida,  Louisiana,  and 
Mississippi.  Texas  does  not  participate 
in  the  coastal  zone  management 
program.  These  determinations  have 
been  submitted  for  review  by  the 
responsible  state  agencies  under  section 
307  of  the  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Act. 

This  rule  does  not  contain  a 
collection-of-information  requirement 
for  purposes  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act. 

This  rule  does  not  contain  policies 
with  federalism  implications  sufficient 
to  warrant  preparation  of  a  federalism 
assessment  imder  Executive  Order 
12612. 

The  Secretary  finds  for  good  cause 
(i.e.,  to  respond  to  an  emergency  and  to 
prevent  waste  of  a  valuable  fishery 
resource)  that  the  reasons  justifying 
promulgation  of  this  rule  on  an 
emergency  basis  also  make  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  provide  prior  notice  and 
opportimity  for  public  comment  on  this 
rule,  or  to  delay  for  30  days  its  efiective 
date,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
553(b)(B)  and  (d)(3)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act. 


List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  641 

Fisheries,  Fishing,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  April  3, 1992. 

Michael  F.  llllman. 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  50  CFR  part  641  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  641— REEF  FISH  FISHERY  OF 
THE  GULF  OF  MEXICO 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  641 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1801  et  seq. 

2.  Effective  fit)m  April  3, 1992,  through 
May  14, 1992,  the  following  new  §  641.29 
is  added  to  subpart  B  to  read  as  follows: 

§  641.29  Temporary  trip  limit  for  red 
snapper. 

(a)  From  April  3, 1992,  through  May 
14, 1992,  the  provisions  of  §  §  641.24(a)(3) 
and  641.26  notwithstanding, 

(1)  A  person  who  fishes  imder  a 
permit  issued  pursuant  to  §  641.4, 
provided  such  person  is  not  subject  to 
the  bag  limits  as  specified  imder 

§  641.24(a)  (1)  and  (2),  may  harvest  and 
possess  red  snapper  in  or  from  the  EEZ 
and  barter,  trade,  and  sell  red  snapper 
from  the  EEZ  in  an  amount  not 
exceeding  1,000  pounds  (453.6 
kilograms)  per  trip;  and 

(2)  A  dealer  may  purchase,  barter,  and 
trade  red  snapper  t^en  from  the  EEZ 
fiom  such  person  in  an  amount  not 
exceeding  1,000  pounds  (453.6 
kilograms)  per  trip. 

(b)  From  April  3, 1992,  through  May 
14, 1992,  no  person  may  transfer  at  sea  a 
red  snapper — 

(1)  Taken  in  the  EEZ;  or 

(2)  In  the  RF,Z,  regardless  of  where 
such  red  snapper  was  taken. 

(c)  If  the  Regional  Director  finds  for 
good  cause,  based  on  a  report  from  the 
Stock  Assessment  Panel  of  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  Fishery  Management  Council 
(Council)  and  on  consultation  with  the 
Council,  that  the  provisions  of  this 
section  should  be  terminated  prior  to 
May  14, 1992,  the  Regional  Director  may 
terminate  its  provisions  by  removing 
this  section,  effective  upon  filing  a 
notice  to  that  efiect  wi^  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8110  Filed  4-3-92;  2:28  pm] 
BILUNO  CODE  3510-22-M 


50  CFR  Part  672 

[Docket  No.  911176-2016] 

Groundflsh  of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  closure. 

summary:  NMFS  is  establishing  a 
directed  fishing  allowance  and  is 
prohibiting  directed  fishing  for  Pacific 
cod  in  the  Eastern  Regulatory  Area 
(statistical  areas  64  and  65)  of  the  Gulf 
of  Alaska  (GOA).  This  action  is 
necessary  to  prevent  the  total  allowable 
catch  (TAC)  for  Pacific  cod  in  the 
Eastern  Regulatory  Area  from  being 
exceeded,  i^e  intent  of  this  action  is  to 
promote  optimum  use  of  groundfish 
while  conserving  Pacific  cod  stocks. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  12  noon  Alaska  local 
time  (A.l.t.),  April  4, 1992,  through  12 
midnight,  A.l.t.,  December  31, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Patsy  A.  Bearden,  Resource 
Management  Specialist,  Fisheries 
Management  Division,  NMFS,  (907)  586- 
7228. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

domestic  and  foreign  groundfish 
fisheries  in  the  exclusive  economic  zone 
of  the  GOA  are  managed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  under  the 
Fishery  Management  Plan  for 
Groundfish  of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  (FMP) 
under  the  Magnuson  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act.  The 
FMP  was  prepared  by  the  North  Pacific 
Fishery  Management  Council  and  is 
implemented  by  regulations  appearing 
at  50  CFR  611.92  and  parts  620  and  672. 

The  amount  of  a  species  or  species 
group  apportioned  to  a  fishery  is  TAC, 
as  stated  in  $  672.2^a)(2).  Under  the 
final  notice  of  specifications  (57  FR  2844, 
January  24, 1992),  the  TAC  specification 
for  Pacific  cod  in  the  Eastern  Regulatory 
Area  is  1,000  metric  tons  (mt). 

Under  §  672.20(c)(2),  the  Director, 
Alaska  Region,  NMFS  (Regional 
Director),  has  determined  that  the 
Pacific  cod  TAC  in  the  Eastern 
Regulatoiy  Area  will  be  reached  before 
the  end  of  the  fishing  year  if  directed 
fishing  for  Pacific  cod  continues. 
Therefore,  NMFS  is  establishing  a 
directed  fishing  allowance  for  Pacific 
cod  in  the  amount  of  265  mt,  and  is 
setting  aside  the  remaining  735  mt  of  the 
TAC  as  bycatch  to  support  other 
anticipated  groundfish  fisheries.  The 
Regional  Director  has  determined  that 
the  directed  fishery  will  take  its 
allowance  by  April  4, 1992. 
Consequently,  under  $  672.20(c)(2), 
NMFS  is  prohibiting  directed  fishing  for 
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Pacific  cod  in  the  Eastern  Regulatory 
Area,  effective  from  12  noon,  A.LL.  April 
4. 1992,  through  12  midnight,  A.1.L, 
December  31, 1992. 

After  this  closure,  in  accordance  with 
S  672.20(g)(3),  amounts  of  Pacific  cod 
retained  on  board  a  vessel  in  the 
Eastern  Regulatory  Area  of  the  GOA 
must  be  less  than  20  percent  of  the 
amount  of  all  other  fish  species  retained 
at  the  same  time  by  the  vessel  during 


the  same  trip  as  measured  in  round 
weight  equivalents. 

Classification 

This  action  is  taken  under  SO  CFR 
672.20  and  is  in  compliance  with 
Executive  Order  12291. 

list  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  672 

Fisheries,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 


Authority:  16,  U.S.C.  1601  et  seq. 

Dated:  April  2. 1992. 

David  S.  Crestiii, 

Acting  Director,  Off i<x  of  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service, 

[FR  Doa  92-6064  Filed  4-3-92;  12:32  pm] 
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This  secfen  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contsdns  notices  to  the  pub8c  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  arKi 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opporturvty  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  532 

RIN3206-AE85 

Pravafflng  Rate  Systems 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 

Management 

ACTION:  Proposed  role. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  is  issuing  a  proposed  rule 
to  change  the  lead  agency  for  the  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana,  wage  area  from  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  (DVA) 
to  the  Department  of  Defense  (DoD)  and 
to  change  the  survey  beginning  month 
from  February  to  November.  These 
proposed  changes  recognize  the  fact  that 
DoD  is  the  major  employer  of  Federal 
Wage  System  (FWS)  employees  in  the 
New  Oiieans  area  and  would  allow  DoD 
to  conduct  the  survey  at  a  better  and 
more  convenient  time. 
dates:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  8. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  written 
comments  to  Barbara  L  Fiss,  Assistant 
Director  for  Compensation  Policy. 
Personnel  Systems  and  Oversight 
Group,  U.S.  Office  of  Personnel 
ManagemenL  room  6H31, 1900  E  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  Shields,  (202)  606-2848  or  (FTS) 
266-2848. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  is  the 
lead  agency  for  the  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  wage  area.  The  DVA  Medical 
Center  in  New  Orleans  is  the  host 
activity  for  the  survey.  DVA  has 
requested  that  DoD  assume 
responsibility  for  the  New  Orleans 
survey  because  DoD  is  the  largest  FWS 
employer  in  the  area  and  because  DoD 
now  has  several  large  facilities  in  the 
survey  area  that  can  act  as  a  host 
activity  because  of  the  addition  of 
Plaquemines  Parish  to  the  survey  area  in 
1985.  DoD  has  agreed  to  assume 


responsibility  for  the  survey.  OPM  also 
proposes  that  the  beginning  date  of  the 
wage  survey  be  moved  from  February  to 
November.  This  diange  would  move  the 
survey  out  of  the  Mardi  Gras  season, 
which  has  been  a  source  of  survey 
problems  for  many  years,  and  would 
also  accommodate  DoD’s  need  to 
balance  the  distribution  of  its  wage 
surveys.  The  Federal  Prevailing  Rate 
Advisory  Committee  has  reviewed  the 
recommendation  and  concurs  in  the 
proposed  changes. 

Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation 

I  have  determined  that  thia-is  not  a 
major  rule  as  defined  under  section  l(b] 
of  ^ecutive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

I  certify  that  these  regulations  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  they  will  affect  only  Federal 
employees  and  agencies. 

list  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  532 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Government  employees. 
Wages. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 
Constance  Berry  Newman, 

Director. 

Accordingly,  OPM  is  proposing  to 
amend  part  532  of  title  5  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  532— PREVAIUNG  RATE 
SYSTEMS 

1.  The  authority  for  part  532  continues 
to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  5343,  5346;  S  532.707 
also  issued  under  5  U.S.C.  552,  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  Public  Law  92-502. 

Appendix  A  to  Subpart  A— [Amended] 

2.  Appendix  A  to  subpart  B  is 
amended  for  New  Orleans,  Louisiana, 
by  revising  the  lead  agency  listing  from 
“VA”  to  "DoD"  and  the  beginning  month 
of  survey  from  "February"  to 
“November." 

[FR  Doc.  92-6002  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

MtUNQ  COOC  632S-01-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  20 

[Docket  Nos.  PRM-20-17  and  PRM-20-181 

The  Rockefeller  University;  Withdrawal 
of  Petitions  for  Rulemaking 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

action:  Petitions  for  rulemaking; 
withdrawal. 


summary:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  is  withdrawing,  at 
the  petitioners*  request,  two  related 
petitions  (PRM-20-17  and  PRM-20-18) 
(53  FR  41342,  October  21. 1988,  and  53 
FR  43896,  October  31. 1988)  filed  by  Dr. 
Edward  L.  Gershey,  Ph.D.  on  behalf  of 
the  Rockefeller  University,  New  York, 
New  York.  In  PRM-20-17,  the  petitioner 
requested  that  the  Commission  amend 
its  regulations  under  which  a  licensee 
may  ffispose  of  animal  tissue  containing 
small  amounts  of  radioactivity  by 
expanding  the  list  of  radioactive 
isotopes  for  which  unregulated  disposal 
is  permitted  and  make  the  unregulated 
disposal  of  these  waters  a  matter  with 
which  ail  jurisdictions  must  comply.  In 
PRM-20-18,  the  petitioner  also 
requested  fiiat  the  Commission  amend 
its  regulations  to  permit  a  licensee  to 
dispose  of  solid  biomedical  waste 
containing  small  amounts  of 
radioactivity  by  on-site  incineration. 

ADDRESSES:  A  copy  of  the  petitioner’s 
letter,  dated  February  28. 1992, 
requesting  the  withdrawal  of  the 
petitions  is  available  for  public 
inspection,  or  copying  for  a  fee,  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  2120  L 
Street,  NW.  (Lower  Level],  Washington, 
DC. 

Single  copies  of  the  petitioner’s  letter 
may  be  obtained  free  of  charge  by 
writing  to  the  Division  of  Freedom  of 
Information  and  Publications  Services, 
Office  of  Administration,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
DC  20555. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  T.  Lesar,  Chief,  Rules  Review 
Section,  Regulatory  Publications  Branch, 
Division  of  Freedom  of  Information  and 
Publications  Services,  Office  of 
Administration,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555, 
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Telephone:  301-492-7758  or  Toll  Free: 
800-368-5642. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  2d  day 
of  April  1992. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  I.ChiIk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8052  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  759(H>1rM 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Chapter  I 

[Summary  Notice  No.  PR-92-3] 

Petition  for  Rulemaking;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received;  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Issued 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
rulemaking  received  and  of  dispositions 
of  prior  petitions. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  FAA’s 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  rulemaking  (14  CFR  part 
11],  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  requesting  the  initiation 
of  rulemaking  procedures  for  the 
amendment  of  specified  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Relations  and  of 
denials  or  withdrawals  of  certain 
petitions  previously  received.  The 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  improve  the 
public’s  awareness  of,  and  participation 
in,  this  aspect  of  FAA’s  regdatory 
activities.  Neither  publication  of  this 
notice  nor  the  inclusion  or  omission  of 
information  in  the  summary  is  intended 
to  affect  the  legal  status  of  any  petition 
or  its  final  disposition. 

DATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before  June  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-10], 
Petition  Docket  No.  26509,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591. 

The  petition,  any  comments  received, 
and  a  copy  of  any  final  disposition  are 
filed  in  the  assigned  regulatory  docket 
and  are  available  for  examination  in  the 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-10),  room  915G, 
FAA  Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA], 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-3132. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Angela  M.  Washington,  Office  of 
Rulemaking  (ARM-1),  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591; 
telephone  (202)  267-8571. 

(This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (f)  of  8  11*27  of  part  11  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  11).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  April  1, 1992. 
Denise  D.  Castaldo, 

Manager,  Program  Management  Staff. 

Petitioiis  for  Rulemaking 

Docket  No.:  26509. 

Petitioner:  Mr.  Richard  Bartel. 
Regulations  Affected:  14  CFR  91.159. 
Description  of  Petition:  The  petitioner 
proposes  to  amend  the  Federal  Aviation 
Relations  to  add  altitude  guidance  to 
fli^t  altitudes  below  3000  feet  ALG 
when  operating  in  controlled  airspace. 

Petitioner’s  Reason  for  the  Request: 
The  petitioner  believes  that  the 
proposed  change  would  enhance  safety 
because  it  allows  for  the  high  levels  of 
activity  below  3000  feet  ALG  and,  in 
particulcu',  below  18,000  MSL  The 
petitioner  estimates  that  this 
amendment  would  reduce  midair 
collisions  below  3000  ALG  by  a 
minimum  of  15  to  25  percent. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8015  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNa  CODE  4S10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 
[Docket  No.  92-NM-04-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Beech  Model 
400  and  Mitsubishi  Models  MU-300  and 
MU-300-10  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). _ 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  the 
adoption  of  a  new  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  that  is  applicable  to 
certain  Beech  Model  400  £uid  Mitsubishi 
Models  MU-300  and  MU-300-10 
airpleuies.  This  proposal  would  require 
replacement  of  all  engine  mount  nuts 
and  bolts  with  parts  that  have  been 
inspected  using  required  magnetic 
particle  techniques.  This  proposal  is 
prompted  by  a  recent  report  that  some 
engine  mount  nuts  imd  bolts  installed  on 
these  airplanes  may  not  have  been 
subjected  to  the  required  magnetic 
particle  inspection  prior  to  installation. 
The  actions  specified  by  the  proposed 
AD  are  intended  to  prevent  reduced 
structural  integrity  of  the  engine 
mounting  system. 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
June  1, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM-04- 
AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments  may 
be  inspected  at  this  location  between  9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  fi'om 
Beech  Aircraft  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  85, 
Wichita,  Kansas  67201-0085.  ’This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington;  or  at  the  FAA,  Wichita 
Aircraft  Certification  Office,  1801 
Airport  Road,  room  100,  Mid-Continent 
Airport,  Wichita,  Kansas. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  M.  Peterson,  Aerospace 
Engineer,  Propulsion  Branch,  ACE- 
240W,  FAA,  Wichita  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  1801  Airport  Road, 
room  100,  Mid-Continent  Airport, 
Wichita,  Kansas  67209;  telephone  (316) 
948-4145;  fax  (316)  946-4407. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Dodcet. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  92-NM-04-AD.’’  The 
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postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submittting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103,  Attention;  Rules  Docket  No. 
92-NM-04-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

Beech  and  Mitsubishi  type  design 
requires  magnetic  particle  inspection  of 
engine  mount  nuts  and  bolts  on  Beech 
Model  400  and  Mitsubishi  Models  MU- 
300  and  MU-300-10  airplanes  in  order  to 
detect  flaws  prior  to  installation  on 
these  airplcmes.  There  has  been  a  recent 
report  that  some  engine  mount  nuts  and 
bolts  on  certain  Beech  Model  400 
airplanes  may  not  have  been  subjected 
to  the  required  niagnetic  particle 
inspection  prior  to  installation. 
Undetected  defects  on  engine  mount 
nuts  and  bolts  could  initiate  cracks. 

Additionally,  certain  operators  have 
installed  replacement  rear  mo\mt  bolts 
and  nuts  on  each  engine  of  Beech  Model 
400  and  Mitsubishi  Model  MU-300-10 
airplanes,  in  accordance  with  Beech 
Service  Bulletin  2169,  dated  April  1987. 
Mitsubishi  Service  Bulletins  71-002, 
dated  March  10, 1967,  and  71-003,  dated 
February  25, 1987,  also  describe 
procedures  for  the  same  replacement 
action  on  Mutsubishi  Model  MU-dOO 
airplanes.  Consequently,  nuts  and  bolts 
may  contain  undetected  defects  if 
obtained  from  Beech  for  use  in 
accomplishing  replacement  in 
accordance  with  any  of  these  three 
service  bulletins.  Defective  engine 
mount  nuts  and  bolts,  if  not  detected 
and  removed,  could  result  in  reduced 
structural  integrity  of  the  engine 
mounting  system. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  and  approved 
Beechcraft  Service  Bulletin  24808,  dated 
June  1991  (for  Beech  Model  400  and 
Mitsubishi  Model  MU-300-10  airplanes), 
and  Mitsubishi  Service  Bulletin  71-004, 
dated  January  8, 1992  (for  Mitsubishi 
Model  MU-300  airplanes),  that  describe 
procedures  for  replacement  of  all  engine 
mount  nuts  and  bolts  with  parts  that 
have  been  inspected  using  magnetic 
particle  techniques. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  products  of  this  same 
type  design,  the  proposed  AD  would 
require  replacement  of  all  engine  mount 
nuts  and  bolts  with  parts  that  have  been 
inspected  using  magnetic  particle 
techniques.  The  actions  would  be 
required  to  be  acc(unplished  in 
accordance  with  the  service  bulletins 
described  previously. 


There  are  approximately  154  Beech 
Model  400  and  Mitsubishi  Models  MU- 
300  and  MU-300-10  airplanes  of  the 
affected  design  in  the  worldwide  fleet. 
The  FAA  estimates  that  87  airplanes  of 
U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  3  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  (woposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Requh«d  parts 
would  cost  approximately  $211  per 
airplane.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
total  cost  impact  of  the  proposed  AD  on 
U.S  operators  is  estimated  to  be  $32,712. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  ^e”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule"  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034,  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  imder  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  “ADDRESSES." 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority.  40  U&C.  1354(a)  1421  and  1423; 
40  U.S.C.  10e(g};  and  14  CFR  11.80. 

S  39.13  Amended 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 


Beedi  Aircraft  Corporation:  Docket  92- 
NM-04-AD. 

AppJicability:  Beedi  Model  400  airplanes, 
serial  numbers  RJ-l  through  RJ-65,  indusive; 
Mitsubishi  Model  MU-300  airplanes,  serial 
numbers  A003SA  through  A091SA  indusive; 
and  Mitsubishi  Model  MU-300-10  airplanes, 
serial  numbers  AlOOlSA  throu^  AlOllSA 
indusive;  certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  reduced  structural  integrity  of 
the  engine  mounting  system,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Within  200  hours  time-in-service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  or  at  the  next 
scheduled  inspection  interval,  whichever 
occurs  first,  replace  each  engine  mount  nut 
and  bolt  with  nuts  and  bolts  that  have  been 
inspected  using  magnetic  partide  techniques 
(identified  by  green  dye),  in  accordance  with 
Beechcraft  Service  Bulletin  2406,  dated  June 
1991  (for  Beech  Model  400  and  hfitsubishi 
Model  MU-300-10  airplanes);  or  Mitsubishi 
Service  Bulletin  71-004,  dated  January  8, 1992 
(for  Mitsubishi  Modd  MU-300  airplanes);  as 
applicable. 

(b)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  at 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Wichita  Aircraft  Certification  Office  (AGO), 
ACE-115W,  FAA  Small  Airplane  Directorate. 
The  requests  shall  be  forwsiided  through  an 
FAA  Principal  Maintenance  Inspedor,  who 
may  concur  or  comment  and  then  send  it  to 
the  Manager,  Widiita  ACO. 

(c)  Spedal  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  March 
31, 1992. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-8021  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
MIUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  92-NM-37-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  727  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). _ 

summary:  This  notice  proposed  the 
supersedure  of  an  existing  airworthiness 
directive  (AD),  applicable  to  all  Boeing 
Model  727  series  airplanes,  that 
currently  requires  repetitive  inspections 
and  repair,  if  necessary,  of  the  mein 
landing  gear  (MLG)  wheel  well  pressure 
floor  adjacent  to  B^y  Stations  880,  890, 
930,  and  94a  This  action  would  expand 
the  area  requiring  inspection  to  include 
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Body  Staftion'WO.  TWb  proposalis 
prompted  by  several  reports  of  fatigae- 
related  cracking  in  the  whacA  well 
pressure  floor.  nwatotioBSispec^dl^ 
the  prapMadADsce  intented’lo 
prevent  loss  «)f  nobin  piessurizaiicni. 
DATES:  Comments  must  jje  received 
June  1, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Awieriion 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate, 

Attention:  Rules  Dodcet  No.  92-NM-37- 
AD.MOl  tind  Avenim  SW.,  Kenton, 
Washh^on  96^5-4056.  Cknranents  may 
be  inspected  -aft  'this  location  between -9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  hdlidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  piqpDsed  rule  -may  be  obtamed  &om 
Boeing  Commercial  Airplane  Group, 

P.O.  -Box  8707  -Seattle,  Washington 
98124-2207.  Tlite  ifaiformation  may  be 
examined  aft  (the  FAA,  Tran^ort 
Airplane  IltaB(etat»te.  MOl  Lind  Avenue 
SW.,SBnit0n,  Warixington. 

FOR.RPWMER  iPrOREWTiOW  ODRTACT: 
Stanton  R.  Wood,  Structures  and  Loads 
Sectian,  ANM-t20S,  FAA,  Seattie 
Aircmft  Certification  Office,  Transport 
Airptane  Oireotorate,  '1601  land  Avenue 
SW„  Renton,  Wa8hington'08095-40S6; 
telephone  t206)  227-2772;  fax  (206)  227- 
1181. 

SUPKEMEHTAIW  ftHTORM  A-HON: 
Comments  Javiftad 

Intereated  persons  are  invhed  to 
participate  in  flie  making  nt  the 
propoaed  rule  by  aubmitting  such 
WTittmi  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  Tide.  The  proposals  contained' 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  tight  of 
the  comments  Teceived. 

Comments  are  specifically  m-vited  on 
the  ■overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  AM  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  'Rules  Dod;et  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summariEing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  wi4h  the  substmioe  of  fills 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wiflung  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  recetipt  cd  fiteir  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  a^-addre^sed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 


statement  is  made:  **Cbmment8  to 
Dodketltuniber  S2-liIM-27-iAD.^  The 
posftcanl  ’WoM  ibe  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  fthecaanmeiAer. 

Availaldlily  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  <niay  bbt«n  a  copy  cf  fius 
NPRM  fagraubn^nfingaTequeEttothe 
FAA,  -Northwest  Mountain  R.^giBn, 
Transport  Aiijdane  Directorate,  A3^- 
103,  Attenfion:  Rules  Dodcet  Ne.  82- 
NM-S7-AD.  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW^ 
Renton,  Waafatngtcm980&&-40S6. 

Discussion 

C3n  Aiup»t2. 1900,  tbef  AA  usuedAD 
90-17-4)6,  Amendment  89-6001  fSS  FR 
33090,  August  14, 1990),  to  require 
inspections  of  the  main  landing  ^ear 
(MLG}  wheel  well  pressure  floor  on 
Boeing  Model  727  series  airplanes,  and 
repair,  if  necessary.  The  area  that 
requires  inspection  inrdudes  iheands'of 
the  preaaiire  floor  beads  adjanent  te 
Body  Stations  (BS)  880,  890, '930,  and  940. 
That  action  was  jnomptedby  several 
reports  of  cracking  in  -the  wheel  well 
pressure  floor.  Ei^  operators  had 
reported  34  cracks  nn  .20  airplanes; 
cradldng  had -occurred  dbng  the  ends -of 
the  pressure  .floor  reinforoing  beads  srt 
BS  OSOand  BS  940.  The  macks  tai^d 
fi'om  0.38'to  ISJS  indies  in  length.  The 
airplanes -on -a^iich  the  cradcs  were 
found  had  accumulated  -between  24,-000 
and  42,'200  flight  C3rcle8,  and  between 
24,000  and  49,S00  fli^t  hours.  The 
requirements  of  AD  90-17-06  are 
intended  to  pceveifi  the  loss  of  cabin 
pressurization  due  to  fatfyue  cracks  m 
the  wheel  wdd  pressure  flioor. 

Since  'the  issuance  of  that  AD,  Boeai^ 
has  reported  that  similar  cracks  have 
been  found  at  BS  950.  These  -cracks  have 
been  attributed  to  fatigue,  and  are 
similar  to  the  cracks  pre viously  found  in 
the  area  that  is  cuire^y  required  to  be 
inspected  .in  accordance  with  AD  90-47- 
06.  Such  cracking,  if  not  detected  and 
corrected  in  a  timely  masmer,  could 
result  in  loss  of  cabin -pressurization. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  and  ■approved 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149, 
Revision  4,  dated  June  27, 1991,  which 
described  procedures  lor  inspection  to 
detect  fatigue-related  cracki^  in  areas 
to  include  the  beads  at  BS  950,  in 
addition  to  fiS  680, 690,  930,  and  940. 
Incorporation  of  the  preventative 
modification  or  (permanent  repair 
described  in  this  service  biilletm  will 
reduce  the  possibility  of  cracks  in  the 
main  wheel  well  pressure  floor. 

Since  an  imsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  hkefy  to  exist  tn: 
develop  on  ether  products  of  this  aame 
type  desigxx,  the  proposed  AD  wobld 
supersede  AD  90-17-4)6  to  expand  fiie 
inspection  area  to  include  the  beads  at 


BS  950.  in  addition  toBSBSaSOa'OSa 
and  940.  Once  an  area  has  been 
modified  ar  pemanently  repaired,  fiidt 
area  need  neft  be  (repetitively  inspected. 
However,  all  areas  thW  have  not  been 
modified  or  permanentfy  repaired  must 
be  repetitively  inspected,  until  they  are 
modified  or  permanently  repaired.  The 
actions  weifidbe  required  te  be 
accoaqdished  in  accwdance  with -the 
service  bulletm  described  previously. 

The  FAA  estimates  diat  there  are 
approximately  1,574  Model  727  series 
airptlanes  -of  the  affected  desfyn  in  fixe 
worldvvide  fleet.  Tbe  FAA  estimates  that 
1,007  aiiplanes  of  U.S.  registry  woidd  be 
affected  by  this  proposed.  AD,  that  it 
would  take  approximately  114  uiask 
hours  per  ahplane  to  accoanpUah  tire 
proposed  actions,  and  that  ^  avwage 
labOT  rate  is  $5S  per  ■work  boor.  Based 
on  -diese  figures,  the  total  cost  impact  of 
the  proposed  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  -to  be  ^6,313690. 

The  ragulatioiM  proposed  (herein 
woifid  not  have  snbatantial  direct  rffeils 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationslxip 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  neepanaibflities  jmxong  fixe 
various  leveto  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  wifix  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sxxfficient  fecteraliam 
implications  ito  warraBt  Ibe  (preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Aaseeament. 

For  fixe  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  tlus  proposed  regulation  :(1) 
is  not  a  “nxeqor  rule”  under  &c0cutive 
Order  12291;  t(E)  is  not  a  ‘^significant 
rule”  under  DOT  Regulatoiy  Policies 
and  Procedures  f44  FR  11OT4,  February 
28, 1979);  axxdX?)  If  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  mgixificant  economic  impact 
positive  or  negatine,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entitia  under  the 
criteria  of -fixe  Regedatory  Plexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  fills  action  is 
contained  in  fire  Rxiles  Docket  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  oontacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  fixe  caption  ”RDMiesSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  OPR  Bart  89 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety,  Safefy. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

According,  pursuant  to  -the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administiiation 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  A-viation  Regulations  as  follows: 
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PART  3»~AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Audioiity:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1423; 
49  US.C  106(g];  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

S  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
removing  amendment  39-6691  (55  FR 
33099,  August  14, 1990),  and  by  adding  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD),  to 
read  as  follows: 

Boeing:  Docket  92-NM-37-AD.  Supersedes 
AD  90-17-06,  amendment  39-6691. 

Applicability.  All  Boeing  Model  727  series 
airplanes,  certihcated  in  any  category. 

Compb'ance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  loss  of  cabin  pressurization, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  airplanes  having  line  numbers  001 
through  1432,  perform  a  detailed  visual,  high 
frequency  eddy  current  (HFEC),  or  dye 
penetrant  inspection  for  cracks  in  the 
pressure  floor,  in  accordance  with  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision  4, 
dated  June  27, 1991,  or  earlier  FAA-approved 
revisions.  Accomplish  the  inspection  prior  to 
the  compliance  time  specified  in  paragraph 
(a)(1)  or  (a)(2)  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs 
earlier. 

(1)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  30,000 
landings,  or  within  2,500  landings  after 
)anuary  20, 1989  (the  effective  date  of  AD  88- 
26-02,  amendment  39-6089),  whichever 
occurs  later  or 

(2)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  20,000 
landings  or  within  2,500  landings  after 
September  17, 1990  (the  effective  date  of  AD 
90-17-06,  amendment  39-6691),  whichever 
occurs  later. 

(b)  For  airplanes  deffned  as  Group  2  in 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision 
3,  dated  November  2, 1989,  and  as  Group  I 
that  have  been  modified  in  accordance  with 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision 

2,  dated  March  20, 1981:  Prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  20,000  landings  since 
manufacture  or  within  the  next  2,500  landings 
after  September  17, 1990  (the  effective  date  of 
AD  90-17-06,  Amendment  39-6691), 
whichever  occurs  later,  perform  a  detailed 
visual,  high  frequency  eddy  current  (HFEC), 
or  dye  penetrant  inspection  to  detect  cracks 
in  the  pressure  floor,  in  accordance  with 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision 

3,  dated  November  2, 1989;  or  Revision  4, 
dated  Jime  27, 1991. 

(c)  For  all  airplanes  listed  in  Boeing  Service 
Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision  4,  dated  June 
27, 1991;  Prior  to  the  acciunulation  of  20,000 
landings  since  manufacture,  or  within  the 
next  2,500  landings  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  whichever  occurs  later,  perform  a 
detailed  visual,  high  frequency  eddy  current 
(HFEC),  or  dye  penetrant  inspection  to  detect 
cracks  in  the  pressure  floor  adjacent  to  Body 
Station  950,  in  accordance  with  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision  4, 
dated  ]une  27, 1991. 

(d)  Repeat  the  inspection  required  by 
para^aph  (a),  (b),  or  (c)  of  this  AD,  as 
applicable,  at  intervals  as  follows: 


(1)  If  the  previous  inspection  was 
accomplished  using  a  visual  or  dye  penetrant 
inspection  technique,  the  next  iiupection 
must  be  accomplished  within  4,000  landings. 

(2)  If  the  pre^ous  inspection  was 
accomplished  using  an  HFEC  inspection 
technique,  the  next  inspection  must  be 
accomplished  within  5,000  landings. 

(e)  If  cracks  are  detected  as  a  result  of  any 
of  the  inspections  required  by  this  AD  that  do 
not  exceed  the  limits  listed  in  Table  I  in  the 
Accomplishment  Instructions  of  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision  3, 
dated  November  2, 1989,  or  Revision  4,  dated 
June  27, 1991,  prior  to  further  flight,  repair  in 
accordance  with  the  interim  repair  described 
in  Part  II  of  the  Accomplishment  Instructions, 
or  the  permanent  repair  described  in  Part  lU 
of  the  Accomplishment  Instructions  of  the 
service  bulletin.  The  interim  repair  must  be 
replaced  within  600  landings  after 
accomplishment  with  the  permanent  repair. 

(f)  If  cracks  are  detected  as  a  result  of  any 
of  the  inspections  required  by  this  AD  that 
exceed  the  limits  listed  in  Table  I  in  the 
Accomplishment  Instructions  of  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision  3, 
dated  November  2, 1989,  or  Revision  4,  dated 
June  27, 1991,  prior  to  further  flight, 
accomplish  the  permanent  repair  described  in 
Part  m  of  the  Accomplishment  Instructions  of 
the  service  bulletin. 

(g)  Blind  fasteners  installed  in  accordance 
with  Part  m  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727- 
53-0149,  Revision  3,  dated  November  2, 1989, 
or  Revision  4,  dated  June  27, 1991,  are  to  be 
used  as  an  interim  repair  only.  The  blind 
fasteners  have  a  life  limit  of  10,000  landings 
before  they  must  be  replaced  with  solid 
fasteners  in  accordance  with  Part  m  of  the 
service  bulletin.  The  blind  fasteners  must  be 
inspected  for  loose  or  missing  fasteners  after 
accumulating  3,000  landings  since  installation 
or  1,000  landings  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  whichever  occurs  later,  and 
thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  2,500 
landings.  Blind  fasteners  installed  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  must  be  replaced 
prior  to  the  accumulation  of  10,000  landings 
or  within  3,000  landings  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs  later. 

(h)  Incorporation  of  the  permanent  repairs 
in  accordance  with  paragraphs  (e)  or  (f)  of 
this  AD  terminates  the  repetitive  inspection 
requirements  of  paragraph  (d)  of  this  AD  for 
that  area.  Incorporation  of  the  preventative 
modification  described  in  Part  IV  of  the 
Accomplishment  Instructions  of  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-0149,  Revision  3, 
dated  November  2. 1989,  or  Revision  4,  dated 
June  27, 1991,  terminates  the  repetitive 
inspection  requirement  of  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  AD  for  that  area. 

(i)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Seattle  Aircraft  Certification  Office  (AGO). 
The  request  shall  be  forwarded  through  an 
FAA  P^cipal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who 
may  concur  or  comment  and  then  send  it  to 
the  Manager,  Seattle  AGO. 

(j)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 


Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  March 
31, 1992. 

David  G.  Hmiel, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-8022  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  92-NM-55-AO] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing  of 
Canada,  Ltd.,  de  Havllland  Division, 
Model  DH-7  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  the 
adoption  of  a  new  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  that  is  applicable  to 
certain  de  Havilland  Division  Model 
DHC-7  series  airplanes.  This  proposal 
would  require  a  detailed  inspection  to 
detect  corrosion  of  the  main  landing 
gear  (MLG)  emergency  down  release 
cables,  and  replacement,  if  necessary. 
This  proposal  is  prompted  by  a  report  of 
corrosion  found  imdemeath  the  anti¬ 
friction  sleeve  of  the  two  MLG 
emergency  down  release  cables.  The 
actions  specified  by  the  proposed  AD 
are  intended  to  prevent  undetected 
corrosion  from  rendering  either  or  both 
MLG  emergency  down  release  cables 
ineffective  for  extension.  Failure  of  the 
cables  to  extend  could  result  in  a  gear- 
up  landing. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
June  1, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM-55- 
AD,  1801  Lind  Avenue  SW.,.  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments  may 
be  inspected  at  this  location  between  9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Boeing  of  Canada,  Ltd.,  de  Havilland 
Division,  Garratt  Boulevard, 

Downsview,  Ontario  M3K 1Y5,  Canada. 
This  information  may  be  examined  at 
the  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.. 
Renton,  Washington;  or  at  the  FAA, 

New  England  Region,  New  York  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  181  South  Franklin 
Avenue,  room  202,  Valley  Stream,  New 
York. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Danko  Kramar,  Systems  and 
Equipment  Brandi.  A14E-173,  Engine 
and  AmpeUer  Directorate.  161  Sooth 
Frasddin  Avenne.  xnom  202.  Valky 
Stream.  New  York  llSSl;  telephone  (51B) 
791-«27:  iax  (SM)  791-9024. 
SUPPLEMEMTARV  IWrORMATlOW: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  ere  invited  to 
particqiate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  ei^uments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specked  above.  All 'communications 
received  on  or  behire  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  tins  notice  may  -changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatoiy,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  di 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  dote  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  fiiis 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
adcnowledge  receipt  cd  dieir  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  setfraddressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Conunents  to 
Docket  Number  92tNM-55-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  die  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103,  Attention:  Rules  Doidcet  No. 
g2-NM-55-AD.  1601  Und  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  68055-4056. 

Discassion 

Transport  Canada  Aviation,  which  is 
the  airworthiness  authority  for  Canada, 
recently  notified  fiieTAA  that  an  unsafe 
condition  may  exist  on  cmlain  de 
Havilland  Model  DHC-7  series 
airplanes.  Transport  Canada  Aviation 
advises  that  a  case  has  been  reported  of 
corrosion  found  underneath  the  two 
MLG  emergency  down  release  cables,  in 
the  area  covered  by  the  anti-^iotion 
sleeve.  This  condition,  if  not  conected, 
could  result  in  undetected  corrosion  of 
the  MLG  emei;gency  down  release 
cables  rendering  either  or  both:cables 


ineffective  ior  extension.  Faihite  of 
these  cables  to  extend  could  result  in  a 
gear-up  landing. 

Boeing  of  Canada,  Ltd.,  de  Havilland 
Division,  has  issued  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  A7-32-64,  Revision  A  dated 
November  IS,  1991,  which  describes 
procedures  for  a  detailed  inspection  of 
the  MLG  emergency  down  release 
cables  to  detect  corrosion,  and 
repilacement  of  die  cablefs],  if  necessary. 
Transport  Canada  Aviation  classified 
this  service  bulletin  as  mandatory  and 
issued  Canadian  Airwordtiness 
Directive  CF-8Z-92  in  order  to  assure 
the  continued  airworthiness  of  these 
airplanes  in  Canada. 

This  airplane  model  is  manufactured 
in  Canada  and  is  type  certificated  for 
operation  in  the  United  States  under  the 
provisions  of  $21:29  of  the  Federal 
Aviati<«  Regulations  and  the  applicable 
bilateral  airworthiness  element. 
Pursuant  to  this  bilateral  airworthiness 
agreement  Transport  Canada  Aviation 
has  kept  the  FAA  informed  of  the 
situation  described  above.  The  FAA  has 
examined  the  findings  of  Transport 
Canada  Aviation,  reviewed  all  available 
information,  and  determined  that  AD 
action  is  necessary  for  products  of  diis 
type  design  that  are  certificated  for 
operation  in  the  United  States. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  fiiat  is  likelv  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  demgn  register^  in  the  United 
States,  die  proposed  AD  would  require  a 
detailed  inspection  of  die  left-  and  right- 
hand  MLG  emergency  down  release 
cables  to  detect  corrosion,  and 
replacement  of  the  cablefs),  if  necessary. 
Either  stainless  steel  cables  (referred  to 
as  “Post-Mo£ficiction  Number  7/2609"] 
or  carbon  steel  cables  ^ferred  to  as 
“Pre-Modification  Number  7/2609")  may 
be  used  as  replacement  cables.  The 
actions  woidd  be  required  to 
accomplished  in  accordance  with  due 
service  bulletin  described  previously. 

Installation  of  cahtes  manufacture 
from  carbon  steel  as  replacement  cables 
should  be  considered  interim  action 
only.  The  FAA  is  considering  addificmal 
rulemaking  to  require  installotian  of  left- 
and  right-hand  MLG  emergency  down 
release  cables  manufactured  from 
stainless  sted. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  46  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  6  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  tee  proposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Based  oo  these 
figures,  the  total  cost  impact  x>f  the 
proposed  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $15,180. 


The  regulations  proposed  herein 
woukl  not  have  subMaidial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  ifaexelafiondtm 
between  tee  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  teatribation  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  tee 
various  levds  xif, government  Therefore, 
in  accordance  wite  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  d^eimined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalim 
implications  to  MrarriBit  the  pr^raration 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment 

For  tee  reasons  discussed  above,  1 
certify  teat  Ibis  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  *^ajor  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  {2]  is  not  a  "significant 
rule”  under  tee  DOT  "Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034,  Februaiy 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  tee 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  tee  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Dodcet.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  “addresses.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety,  Sai^. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  tee  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  tee 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  port  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a);  1421  and  1423; 
49  U8.C.  106(g);  and  14  >011 114». 

$39.18  [Ameiided] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Boerag  rif  Canada,  litd..  Be  HaviHand 
Diviaioii:  Dothet  8a-NM-55-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  DHC-7  series 
airplanes;  on  which  stainless  steel  cables. 
Post-Modification  Number  772609,  have  not 
been  installed: 'TOrtificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accouq}Ushad  previousb'. 

To  prevent  . a  gear-up  landing, 
accomplishiiig  tee  follotving: 

(a)  Within  30  days  after  tee  effective  date 
of  this  AO,  perfonn  a  detailed  inspection  of 
the  left-  and  right-hand  main  lanteng  gear 
(MLG)  emergency  down  selease  cal^  to 
detect  corrosioa.  in  accordance  with  de 
Havilland  Alert  .Service  BuUetin  A7-a2-M. 
Revision  A  dated  November  15, 1991. 
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(b)  If  any  corrosion  is  detected  as  a  result 
of  the  inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  AD,  prior  to  further  flight  replace  both 
cable  assemblies  with  either  stainless  steel 
cables  (Post-Modification  Number  7/2609)  or 
carbon  steel  cables  (Pre-Modification  7/2609), 
in  accordance  with  de  Havilland  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  A7-32-94,  Revision  A,  dated 
November  15, 1991. 

(c)  If  no  corrosion  is  detected  as  a  result  of 
the  inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  AD,  no  further  action  is  necessary. 

(d)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 

New  York  Aircraft  Certification  Office 
(ACO),  FAA,  Engine  and  Propeller 
Directorate.  The  request  shall  be  forwarded 
through  an  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  concur  or  comment  and 
then  send  it  to  the  Manager,  New  York  ACO. 

(e)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  March 
31, 1992. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate.  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8024  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  amj 
BtLUNG  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  91-NM-211-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Fokker 
Modei  F-28  Mark  0100  Sertes  Airpianes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Supplemental  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking;  reopening  of 
comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  revises  an  earlier 
proposed  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  certain  Fokker  Model  F-28 
Mark  0100  series  airplanes,  that  would 
have  required  reinforcement  of  the 
vertical  stabilizer;  and,  for  certain 
airplanes,  an  inspection  to  detect  cracks 
in  the  vertical  stabilizer,  and  repair,  if 
necessary.  That  proposal  was  prompted 
by  full-scale  fatigue  testing  which 
revealed  cracks  in  the  surface  and 
underlying  structure  of  the  vertical 
stabilizer.  This  action  revises  the 
proposed  rule  by  including  inspection 
and  modification  requirements,  in  lieu  of 
the  inspection  and  reinforcement 
requirements  originally  proposed;  and 
revises  the  applicability  of  the  rule.  The 
actions  specified  by  this  proposed  AD 
are  intended  to  prevent  reduced 
structural  capability  of  the  vertical 
stabilizer. 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by^ 
May  11, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  91-NM- 
211-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments  may 
be  inspected  at  this  location  between  9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Fokker  Aircraft  USA,  Inc.,  1199  North 
Fairfax  Street,  Alexandria,  Virginia 
22314.  This  information  may  be 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue, 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Marie  Quam,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113, 
FAA,  Northwest  Mountain  Region, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  1601 
Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton,  Washington 
98055-4056;  telephone  (206)  227-2145; 
fax  (206)  227-1320. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  Ail  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  subst€uice  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  91-NM-211-AD."  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 


Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
91-NM-211-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

A  proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  add  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD),  applicable 
to  certain  Fokker  Model  F-28  Mark  0100 
series  airplanes,  was  published  as  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
in  the  Federd  Register  on  November  18, 
1991  (56  FR  58190).  That  NPRM  would 
have  required  reinforcement  of  the 
vertical  stabilizer;  and  for  certain 
airplanes,  an  inspection  to  detect  cracks 
in  the  vertical  stabilizer,  and  repair,  if 
necessary.  That  NPRM  was  prompted 
by  full-scale  fatigue  testing  which 
revealed  cracks  in  the  surface  and 
underlying  structure  of  the  vertical 
stabilizer.  Such  cracking,  if  not  detected 
and  corrected  in  a  timely  manner,  could 
result  in  reduced  structural  capability  of 
the  vertical  stabilizer. 

Since  the  issuance  of  the  NPRM, 
Fokker  has  superseded  Service  Bulletin 
SBFlOO-55-001,  as  cited  in  the  NPRM, 
with  Service  Bulletin  SBF-55-011,  dated 
October  1, 1991.  The  new  service 
bulletin  revises  the  airplane  effectivity 
by  eliminating  certain  airplanes;  reduces 
the  inspections  and  modifications  for 
certain  serial  number  airplanes;  and 
chemges  the  rivets  and  bolts  to  be 
removed  and  the  holes  to  be  inspected. 
In  addition,  the  service  bulletin 
describes  procedures  to  perform  a  one¬ 
time  inspection  to  detect  cracks  in 
certain  rivet  holes  of  the  vertical 
stabilizer,  and  repair,  if  necessary.  The 
service  bulletin  also  describes  a 
modification  of  the  vertical  stabilizer; 
this  modification  is  made  to  the  external 
struchire  of  the  vertical  stabilizer  and, 
for  certain  airplanes,  includes  the 
installation  of  three  reinforcing  plates. 
Accomplishment  of  the  modifications 
described  is  expected  to  result  in  an 
unlimited  life  of  the  vertical  stabilizer, 
provided  no  cracks  are  present  in  the 
basic  structure.  The 
Rijksluchtvaartdienst  (RLD),  which  is 
the  airworthiness  authority  of  the 
Netherlands,  has  classified  Fokker 
Service  Bulletin  SBFlOO-55-011,  dated 
October  1. 1991,  as  mandatory,  and  has 
issued  Netherlands  Airworthiness 
Directive  BLA  No.  91-117  (which 
supersedes  BLA  No.  89-62,  Issue  2)  in 
order  to  assure  the  continued 
airworthiness  of  these  airplanes  in  the 
Netherlands. 
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Subsequently,  the  FAA  has 
determined  that,  in  order  to  fully 
address  the  unsafe  condition,  the 
proposed  rule  must  be  revised  to  include 
requirements  for  a  one-time  spection  to 
detect  cracks  in  the  rivet  holes  of  the 
vertical  stabilizer,  and  repair,  if 
necessary;  and  modification  of  the 
vertical  stabilizer.  These  actions  would 
be  required  in  lieu  of  the  inspection  and 
reinforcement  requirements  proposed  in 
the  original  Notice.  Additionally,  the 
proposal  is  revised  to  cite  the  Fokker 
Service  Bulletin  SBFlOO-55-011,  dated 
October  1, 1991,  as  the  appropriate 
source  for  service  information.  The 
applicability  of  the  rule  has  been  revised 
to  reflect  the  correct  airplane  serial 
numbers. 

Since  these  changes  expand  the  scope 
of  the  originally  proposed  rule,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  to 
reopen  the  comment  period  to  provide 
additional  opportunity  for  public 
comment. 

Ciurently,  no  airplanes  of  U.S.  registry 
would  be  afifected  by  this  proposed  AD. 
However,  should  one  of  the  affected 
airplanes  be  imported  and  placed  on  the 
U.S.  Register  in  the  future,  it  would  take 
approximately  60  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
actions,  and  the  average  labor  rate 
would  be  $55  per  work  hour.  Required 
parts  would  cost  approximately  $3,808 
per  airplane.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
total  cost  impact  of  the  proposed  AD  on 
U.S.  operators  is  estimated  to  be  $7,108 
per  airplane. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule"  imder  the  DOT  Regidatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034,  February 
26. 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  imder  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES." 


List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421  and  1423. 
49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Fokken  Docket  91-NM-211-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  F-28  Marie  0100  series 
airplanes;  serial  numbers  11244. 11245. 11250 
through  11256.  and  11268  through  11273; 
certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  6.500  landings,  or  within  60 
days  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 
whichever  occurs  later,  unless  accomplished 
previously. 

To  prevent  reduced  structural  capability  of 
the  vertical  stabilizer,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  For  airplane  serial  numbers  11244,  and 
11250  through  11256,  disassemble  the  vertical 
stabilizer  in  accordance  with  part  1,  steps  A. 
through  C.,  of  Fokker  Service  Bulletin 
SBFlOO-55-011.  dated  October  1, 1991. 

(1)  For  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
3,000  or  fewer  landings  at  the  time  the 
airplane  is  disassembled  to  comply  with 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  modify  the  vertical 
stabilizer,  in  accordance  with  part  1,  steps  E. 
through  G.,  of  the  service  bulletin. 

(2)  For  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
more  than  3,000  landings  at  the  time  the 
airplane  is  disassemble  to  comply  with 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  inspect  die  rivet 
holes  for  cracks,  in  accordance  with  part  1, 
step  D.,  of  the  service  buUetiiL 

(i)  If  no  cracks  are  found,  or  if  cracks  are 
found  that  are  less  than  0.8  mm  in  length, 
modify  the  vertical  stabilizer,  in  accoMance 
with  part  1,  steps  E.  through  G.,  of  the  service 
bulletin. 

(ii)  If  any  crack  is  found  that  is  0.8  mm  or 
longer,  prior  to  further  flight  repair  in  a 
manner  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA. 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 

(b)  For  airplane  serial  numbers  11245,  and 
11288  throu^  11273,  disassemble  the  vertical 
stabilizer  in  accordance  with  part  2.  steps  A. 
through  C.,  of  Fokker  Service  Bulletin 
SBFlOO-55-011.  dated  October  1, 1991. 

(1)  For  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
3,000  or  fewer  landings  at  the  time  the 
airplane  is  disassembled  to  comply  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  AD,  modify  the  vertical 


stabilizer,  in  accordance  with  part  2,  steps  E. 
through  G.,  of  the  service  bulletin. 

(2)  For  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
more  than  3,000  landings  at  the  time  the 
airplane  is  disassembled  to  comply  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  AD,  inspect  the  rivet 
holes  for  cracks,  in  accordance  with  part  2, 
step  D.,  of  the  service  bulletin. 

(i)  If  no  cracks  are  found,  or  if  cracks  are 
found  that  are  less  than  0.8  mm  in  length, 
modify  the  vertical  stabilizer,  in  accordance 
with  part  2,  steps  E.  through  G.,  of  the  service 
bulletin. 

(ii)  If  any  crack  is  found  that  is  0.8  mm  or 
longer,  prior  to  further  flight  repair  in  a 
manner  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standard^tion  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA. 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forw^ed  through  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  March 
30, 1992. 

DairaU  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-8020  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BNJJNQ  CODE  4S10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  92-NM-43-AO] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-9-80  Series 
Airplanes  and  Model  MD-88  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). _ 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  the 
adoption  of  a  new  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  that  is  applicable  to 
certain  McDonnell  Dou^as  Model  DC- 
9-80  series  and  MD-88  airplanes.  This 
proposal  would  require  initial  inspection 
and  subsequent  modification  of  galley 
power  feeder  wire  assemblies.  This 
proposal  is  prompted  by  a  report  of 
smoke  in  the  cabin  coming  from  the 
ceiling  panels  during  flight  due  to 
chafing  of  the  wire  assembly  on  ceiling 
panel  attachments.  The  actions  specified 
by  the  proposed  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  chafing  damage  to  the  wire 
assemblies  that  can  lead  to  arcing  and 
smoke  in  the  cabin. 
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date:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
June  1, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM-43- 
AD,  1601  Und  Avenue  SW,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments  may 
be  inspected  at  this  location  between  9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  1771,  Long  Beach,  California  90846- 
0001,  Attention:  Business  Unit  Manager, 
Technical  Publications,  Cl-HDR  (54-6oj. 
This  information  may  be  examin^  at 
the  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW, 
Renton,  Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATtON  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Elvin  K.  Wheeler,  Los  Angeles 
Aircraft  Certification  Office,  ANM-130L, 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
3229  East  Spring  Street,  Long  Beach, 
California  90806-2425;  telephone  (310) 
988-5344;  fax  (310)  988-5210. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  Ail  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmentaL  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Dodcet. 

Conunenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  92-NM-43-AD.”  The 


postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 
ANM-103.  Attration:  Rules  Docket  No. 
92-NM-43-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW, 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

One  operator  of  McDonnell  Douglas 
Model  DC-9-80  series  airplanes 
reported  one  instance  of  smoke  in  the 
cabin  coming  fit)m  the  ceiling  panels 
during  flight.  The  smoke  was  caused  by 
a  migrating  galley  power  feeder  wire 
assembly  chafing  on  ceiling  panel 
attachments.  This  chafing  condition  and 
subsequent  arcing  damaged  adjacent 
structure  and  ins^ation  blankets.  This 
condition,  if  not  corrected,  could  result 
in  arcing  and  smoke  in  the  passenger 
cabin. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  and  approved 
McDonnell  Douglas  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  A24-132,  Revision  1,  dated 
March  2, 1992,  that  describes  procedures 
for  a  one-time  inspection  to  detect 
migration  and/or  chafing  damage  of  the 
galley  power  feeder  wire  assemblies 
located  above  the  overhead  ceiling 
panels.  The  service  biilletin  also 
describes  procedures  for  a  modification 
of  the  assembly,  involving  wrapping  the 
wires  with  protective  sleeving  and 
installing  tie  mounts  to  prevent  the  wire 
assembly  from  migrating. 

Since  an  imsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  products  of  this  same 
type  design,  the  proposed  AD  would 
require  a  one-time  inspection  and 
subsequent  modification  of  the  galley 
power  feeder  wire  assemblies.  The 
actions  would  be  required  to  be 
accomplished  in  accordance  with  the 
service  bulletin  described  previously. 

There  are  approximately  656 
McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC-9-80 
series  and  Model  MD-88  airplanes  of 
the  affected  design  in  the  worldwide 
fleet.  The  FAA  estimates  that  330 
airplanes  of  U.S.  registry  would  be 
affected  by  this  proposed  AD.  The  FAA 
estimates  that  it  would  take 
approximately  4  woiic  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
inspection;  that  it  would  take 
approximately  43  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
modification;  and  that  the  average  labor 
rate  is  $55  per  work  hours.  Based  on 
these  figures,  the  total  cost  impact  of  the 
proposed  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $853,050,  or  $2,585  per 
airplane. 


The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment 
For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule”  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034,  February 
28, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  “ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subject  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
purposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

McDonnel  Douglas:  Docket  92-NM-43. 

ApplicabHity:  Model  DC-9-81,  -82,  -83, 
and  -87  (MD-81,  -82,  -83,  and  -87)  series 
airplanes  and  Model  MD-88  airplanes; 
certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  chafing  damage  to  the  wire 
assemblies  that  could  lead  to  arcing  and 
smoke  in  the  passenger  cabin,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Prior  to  or  upon  the  accumulation  of 
9,000  total  flight  hours  or  within  6  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever 
occurs  later,  unless  previously  accomplished 
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withio  the  last  60  days,  inspect  the  galley 
power  feeder  wire  assemblies,  in  accordance 
with  McDonnell  Douglas  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  A24-132,  Revision  1,  dated  March  2, 
1992. 

(b)  If  no  damage  is  detected  as  a  result  of 
the  inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  AD,  within  4,500  flight  hours  of  the  initial 
inspection,  modify  the  galley  power  feeder 
wire  assemblies,  in  accordance  with 
McDonnell  Douglas  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
A24-132,  Revision  1,  dated  March  2, 1992. 

(c)  If  damage  is  detected  as  a  result  of  the 
inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
AD,  accomplish  subparagraph  (c)(1)  and 
(c)(2)  of  this  AD: 

(1)  Prior  to  further  flight,  repair  the 
damaged  wire  insulator  (install  Protective 
sleeving),  in  accordance  with  McDonnell 
Douglas  Alert  Service  Bulletin  A24-132, 
Revision  1,  dated  March  2, 1992; 

(2)  Within  4,500  flight  hours  after 
accomplishing  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  modify  the  galley 
power  feeder  wire  assemblies,  in  accordance 
with  McDonnell  Douglas  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  A24-132,  Revision  1,  dated  March  2, 
1992. 

(d)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager,  Los 
Angeles  Aircraft  Certiftcation  Office  (AGO), 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The 
request  shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA 
Principal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may 
concur  or  comment  and  then  send  it  to  the 
Manager,  Los  Angeles  AGO. 

(e)  Special  Flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  March 
31, 1992. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-8023  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4S10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[AIrspaco  Docket  No.  91-ANE-321 

Proposed  Amendment  to  Control 
Zone;  Hyannls,  MA 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM);  extension  of  comment  period. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  an 
extension  of  the  comment  period  for  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
that  proposes  to  amend  the  Hyannis, 
Massachusetts  Control  Zone.  This 
action  is  being  taken  because  the 
planned  relocation  of  the  Hyannis 
VORTAC  to  North  Truro,  originally 
scheduled  for  June,  1992,  has  been 
delayed  until  early  1993. 


OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  October  31, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Manager, 
System  Management  Branch,  Air  Taffic 
Division,  New  England  Region,  Docket 
No.  91-ANE-32,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration;  Burlington,  MA  01803- 
5299. 

The  Official  Docket  may  be  examined 
in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief, 
Counsel,  New  England  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington,  MA 
01803-5299,  weekdays,  except  Federal 
holidays,  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m. 
and  4:30  p.m. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Rick  Miller,  System  Management 
Branch,  ANE-530,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Burlington,  MA  01803- 
5299:  Telephone:  (617)  273-7146. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

Airspace  Docket  No.  91-ANE-32 
published  on  October  11, 1991  (56  FR 
51352)  proposed  to  amend  the  Hyannis, 
Massachusetts,  Control  Zone.  TUs 
action  extends  the  comment  period 
closing  date  on  that  airspace  docket 
from  January  1, 1992,  to  October  31, 

1992.  The  planned  relocation  of  the 
Hyannis  VORTAC  (HYA)  to  North 
Truro,  Massachusetts,  originally 
scheduled  for  June,  1992,  has  been 
delayed  until  early  1993.  Therefore,  the 
Hyannis,  Massachusetts  Control  Zone 
will  not  be  redefined  effective  June  25, 
1992,  as  proposed.  The  FAA  now 
expects  the  Hyannis  VORTAC  to  be 
relocated  to  North  Truro  in  January  or 
February  of  1993.  Accordingly,  the 
comment  period  of  this  proposal  is 
extended  to  October  31, 1992. 

list  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  71 

Aviation  safety,  control  zones. 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

The  comment  period  closing  date  on 
Airspace  Docket  No.  91-ANE-32  is 
hereby  extended  to  October  31, 1992. 

Authority:  49  U.S.G.  app.  1348(a),  1354(a), 
1510:  E.0. 10854,  24  FR  9565;  3  CFR  1959-1963 
Comp.,  p.  389: 49  U.S.G.  106(g):  14  CFR  11.69. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
March  27, 1992. 

Francis  J.  Johns, 

Manager,  Air  Traffic  Division,  New  England 
Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7928  Filed  4-7-02:  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4S10-19-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1039 

[Ex  Parte  No.  346  (Sub-No.  26B)1 

Industrial  Development  Activities 
Exemption— Non-Exempt  Agricultural 
Shippers 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 


summary:  In  a  separate  proceeding.  Ex 
Parte  No.  346  (Sub-No.  26),  the 
Commission  is  adopting  a  final  rule 
exempting  as  a  class  certain  market 
development  activities  from  the  anti¬ 
rebating  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  49  U.S.C.  10761(a), 
10762(a)(1),  11902, 11903,  and  11904(a), 
originally  enacted  as  the  Elkins  Act. 

This  would  permit  raiboads  to  engage  in 
these  pre-movement,  non-transportation 
activities  without  fear  of  prosecution. 
Some  commenters  in  Ex  Parte  No.  346 
(Sub-No.  26)  have  indicated  that  special 
considerations  may  apply  for  market 
development  activities  involving 
agricultural  shippers.  As  explained  in 
our  full  decision  in  Ex  Part  No.  346  (Sub- 
No.  26),  we  preliminarily  conclude  that 
there  is  no  need  to  revoke  the 
exemption,  delay  its  effect,  or  provide 
relief  to  non-exempt  agricultural 
shippers.  In  this  proceeding,  the 
Commission  will  further  investigate 
whether  the  exemption  should  be 
revoked  or  modified  by  the  adoption  of 
special  disclosure  and/or 
documentation  requirements  for 
activities  related  to  movements  of 
agricultural  commodities  that  are  not 
exempt  from  our  regulation. 

DATES:  Any  person  interested  in 
participating  in  this  proceeding  as  a 
party  of  record  (entitled  to  file  and 
receive  written  comments)  must  file  a 
notice  of  intent  to  do  so  by  May  8, 1992. 
We  will  issue  a  service  list  of  the  parties 
of  record  shortly  thereafter.  Initial 
comments  must  be  filed  within  60  days 
of  service  of  the  service  list.  All  parties 
will  have  30  days  after  service  of  the 
service  list  to  reply.  Comments  must  be 
served  on  all  parties  of  record. 

addresses:  Send  an  original  and  10 
copies  of  all  comments  to:  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Case  Control  Branch,  Attn: 

Ex  Parte  No.  346  (Sub-No.  26B), 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  H.  Dettmar,  (202)  927-5660  (TDD 
for  hearing  impaired:  (202)  927-5721). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  decision  in  Ex  Parte 
No.  346  (Sub-No.  26).  That  decision 
contains  our  preliminary  conclusions 
and  discusses  the  factual  and  legal 
issues  that  the  parties  should  address  in 
this  proceeding.  To  purchase  a  copy  of 
the  ^  decision,  write  to,  call,  or  pick  up 
in  person  from;  Dynamic  Concepts,  Ina, 
Room  2229,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  Building,  Washington,  DC 
20423.  Telephone:  (202)  289-4357/4359. 
(Assistance  for  the  hearing  impaired  is 
available  through  TDD  services  (202) 
927-5721.) 

List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  Part  1039 

Agricultural  commodities.  Intermodal 
transportation,  Mfuiufactured 
commodities.  Railroads. 

Decided:  March  24, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  I%ilbin,  Vice 
Chairman  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips,  and  Emmett 
Commissioner  Simmons  dissented  with  a 
separate  expression. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  )r.. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8058  Filed  4-7-92;  10:56  am) 
BOXJNQ  CODE  70SS-01-M 


DEPAfnilENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  (NOAA) 

50  CFR  Part  672 

[Docket  No.  920367-2067] 

RIN  0648-AD67 

Groundfish  of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
action:  Proposed  rule,  request  for 
comments. 


summary:  NMFS  proposes  to  establish 
authority  for  the  ^cretary  of  Commerce 
(Secretary)  to  allocate  a  Pacific  halibut 
bycatch  ^owance  to  the  demersal  shelf 
rockfish  (DSR)  hook-and-line  fishery 
conducted  in  Ae  Southeast  Outside 
(SEO)  District  in  the  Eastern  Regulatory 
Area  of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  (GOA).  This 
action  is  necessary  to  make  this  fishery 
separately  accountable  for  inddential 
catches  of  Pacific  halibut  and  to  prevent 
an  unnecessary  fishery  closure.  By  doing 
so,  this  regulation  will  foster  economic 
growth.  NMFS  also  proposes  to  define 
directed  fishing  standards  for  DSR.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  limit  the  amounts 
of  DSR  that  might  be  taken  as  bycatch  in 
other  fisheries.  These  actions  are 
intended  to  promote  the  goals  and 


objectives  of  the  North  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council  (Council)  with 
•respect  to  groundfish  management  off 
Alaska. 

DATES:  Comments  are  invited  until  May 
8,1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  sent  to 
Steven  Pennoyer,  Director,  Alaska 
Region,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  P.O.  Box  21668,  juneau,  Alaska 
99802.  Copies  of  the  environmental 
assessment/regulatory  impact  review/ 
initial  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
(EA/RIR/IRFA)  may  be  obtained  from 
the  same  address.  Comments  on  the 
environmental  assessment  (EA)  are 
particularly  requested. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Ronald }.  Berg,  Chief,  Fisheries 
Management  Division,  NMFS,  907-586- 
7228. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  domestic  emd  foreign  groundfish 
fisheries  in  the  exclusive  economic  zone 
(EEZ)  of  the  GOA  are  managed  by  the 
Secretary  under  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  Groundfish  of  the 
Gulf  of  Alaska  (FMP).  The  FMP  was 
prepared  by  the  Council  under  the 
Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  (Magnuson  Act)  and  is 
implemented  by  regulations  for  the 
foreign  fishery  at  50  CFR  part  611  and 
for  the  U.S.  fishery  at  50  CFR  part  672. 
General  regulations  that  also  pertain  to 
U.S.  fisheries  appear  at  50  CFR  part  620. 

At  times,  amendments  to  the  FMP 
and/or  its  implementing  regulations  are 
necessary  to  resolve  problems 
pertaining  to  management  of  the 
groundfish  fisheries.  The  structure  of  the 
FMP  allows  certeun  measures  to  be 
changed  by  regulatory  amendments 
without  amending  the  FMP  itself.  This 
action  contains  two  regulatory 
amendments  that  are  authorized  by  the 
FMP.  First,  it  proposes  authority  for  the 
Secretary,  in  consultation  with  the 
Council,  to  allocate  a  portion  of  the 
Pacific  halibut  prohibited  species  catch 
(PSC)  limit  specified  for  hook-and-line 
gear  to  the  EISR  hook-and-line  fishery  in 
the  Southeast  Outside  District  of  the 
Eastern  Regulatory  Area.  Second,  it 
proposes  to  estabUsh  directed  fishing 
standards  for  DSR  that  would  limit 
amounts  of  DSR  catches  that  could  be 
retained  by  vessels  during  directed 
fishing  closures  for  DSR.  Both  regulatory 
amendments  were  recommended  by  the 
Council  at  its  December  2-9, 1991, 
meeting. 

A  description  of,  and  reasons  for,  the 
proposed  regulatory  amendments 
follows. 


Establish  Authority  to  Allocate  a  Pacific 
Halibut  Bycatch  Allowance  to  the  DSR 
Fishery 

The  FMP,  at  section  4.2.3,  authorizes 
the  apportionment  of  part  of  the  halibut 
PSC  mortality  limit,  as  bycatch 
allowances,  to  specific  gear  types  and  to 
particular  directed  fisheries. 
Implementing  regulations  at  50  CFR 
672.20(f)  authorize  the  Secretary  to 
establish  annufd  halibut  PSC  mortality 
limits  for  trawl  and  hook-and-line  gear, 
but  not  to  directed  fisheries.  These  PSC 
limit  allowances  may  further  be 
allocated  seasonally  under  existing 
regulations.  If  a  PSC  limit  or  the 
seasonal  allocation  of  a  limit  is  reached 
by  one  of  these  gear  types,  then  no 
further  directed  groundfish  fishing  by 
operators  of  vessels  using  that  gear  type 
is  allowed  during  the  remainder  of  the 
fishing  season  or  the  fishing  year.  If  the 
halibut  PSC  limit  specified  for  hook-and- 
line  gear  is  reached,  all  directed 
fisheries,  including  the  directed  DSR 
fishery,  by  operators  of  vessels  using 
hook-and-line  gear  are  prohibited. 

This  proposal  would  amend 
regulations  at  50  CFR  672.20(f)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  to  allocate  part 
of  the  PSC  mortality  limit  that  is 
specified  for  hook-and-line  gear 
specifically  as  a  bycatch  allowance  to 
the  DSR  hook-and-line  directed  fishery 
in  the  SEO  District.  Once  allocated,  tlds 
bycatch  allowance  would  be  separate 
from  the  remaining  bycatch  allowance 
apportioned  to  hook-and-line  gear. 

If  this  proposal  were  implemented,  the 
DSR  hook-and-line  directed  fishery 
would  be  supported  by  the  separate 
bycatch  allowance  during  the  fishing 
year.  If  the  DSR  hook-and-line  directed 
fishery  reached  this  allowance,  further 
directed  fishing  for  DSR  would  be 
prohibited,  but  other  directed  fishing  ' 
with  hook-and-line  gear  could  continue. 
Likewise,  the  attainment  of  the  general 
PSC  allowance  would  not  affect  the  DSR 
hook-and-line  directed  fishery. 

In  1990,  the  DSR  hook-and-line  fishery 
was  exempted  from  closure  by 
emergency  rule  when  the  general  halibut 
PSC  allowance  was  reached.  However, 
in  1991  the  DSR  directed  fishery  was  not 
exempted.  When  the  halibut  bycatch 
apportionment  to  hook-and-line  gear 
was  reached  on  July  7, 1991,  all  hook- 
and-line  fisheries  were  prohibited  on 
that  date  for  the  remainder  of  the  year. 
Part  of  the  1991  DSR  total  allowable 
catch  (TAG)  specification  was  not 
harvested  as  a  result  of  the  closure. 

When  the  Council  recommended  that 
the  1990  DSR  directed  fishery  be 
exempted  firom  closure  by  emergency 
rule  should  the  halibut  bycatch 
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allowance  allocated  to  hook-and-line 
gear  be  reached,  it  reviewed 
observations  from  the  Alaska 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game_(ADFG), 
which  suggested  that  fishing  jmctices 
by  DSR  fishermen  resxdted  in  a  lower 
mortality  rate  of  halibut  incidentally 
taken  in  this  fishery.  These  fishing 
practices  were  described  as  including 
the  use  of  snap-on  gangions  with  hooks 
widely  spread  on  the  groundline,  which 
promotes  a  slower  paced  fishery 
compared  to  other  hook-and-line 
fisheries  in  which  gangions  are  narrowly 
spaced  allowing  a  faster  paced  fishery. 

In  faster  paced  fisheries,  gangions  are 
tied  to  the  groundline,  which  is  rapidly 
retrieved  on  the  vessel.  Some  vessels 
pull  the  groundline  through  a  device 
called  an  automated  hodk  stripper,  or 
"crucifier,’*  which  is  used  to  dislodge  a 
hooked  fish,  which  then  falls  into  a 
holding  bin.  Halibut  caught  on  vessels 
with  crucifiers  usually  suffer  tom  jaws 
as  the  hook  is  pulled  out,  which 
increases  the  overall  mortality  rate. 

Also,  in  faster  paced  fisheries,  fishermen 
often  will  impale  each  fish  vnth  a  sharp 
gaff,  and  then  flip  the  fish  off  the  hook. 
Again,  such  handling  practices  increase 
halibut  mortality  rates. 

Although  NKQ^  had  no  other  direct 
information  to  demonstrate  lower 
mortality  rates  in  the  DSR  directed 
fishery,  it  recognized  that  more 
information  mi^t  become  available  if 
the  fishery  were  exempted  during  1990 
and  independent  observers  were  placed 
on  board  representative  vessels  to 
obtain  information.  Gven  this 
consideration,  NMFS  implemented  the 
emergency  rule  as  recommended  by  the 
Council  (55  FR  33715,  August  17, 1990). 
With  the  exception  of  the  DSR  directed 
fishery,  hook-and-line  fisheries  were 
closed  on  (ime  30, 1990,  upon  reaching 
the  halibut  PSC  limit  specified  for  this 
gear  type.  The  DSR  diluted  fishery 
continued  for  the  remainder  of  the  year. 
No  independent  observations  were 
made  to  determine  bycatch  mortality 
rates.  Therefore,  NMFS  was  tmable  to 
justify  exempting  the  DSR  directed 
fishery  after  1990. 

This  regulation  would  amend  those 
procedures  in  regulations  in  which  the 
Council,  during  its  September  meeting, 
would  recommend  a  portion  of  the 
halibut  PSC  mortality  limit  specified  for 
hook-and-line  gear  to  be  allocated 
specifically  as  a  bycatch  allowance  for 
the  DSR  directed  &hery.  The  Secretary 
would  propose  this  allowance  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  comments  would 
be  invited. 

The  Council,  during  its  December  - 
meeting,  would  recommmid  a  final 
portion  of  the  halibut  PSC  mortality  limit 


for  hook-and-line  gear  to  be  allocated 
specifically  as  a  bycatch  allowance  for 
the  DSR  dieted  fishery.  Tbe  Secretary 
would  then  implement  the  allowance  to 
govern  halibut  bycatches  in  the  DSR 
directed  fishery  for  the  subsequent 
fishing  year.  This  is  the  same  procedure 
contained  in  regulations  that  presently 
govern  apportionments  of  bycatch 
allowances  to  the  hook-and-line  and 
trawl  fisheries. 

Establish  Directed  Fishing  Standards 
for  the  DSR  Fishery 

NMFS  proposes  to  establish  directed 
fishing  standards  for  DSR  in  the  SEO 
District  These  standards  would  govern 
amounts  of  DSR  considered  to  be  the 
result  of  directed  fishing  for  DSR. 
Amounts  of  DSR  in  proportions  that  are 
less  them  the  specified  directed  fishing 
standards  would  be  considered  to  be 
retainable  bycatch  occurring  in  other 
directed  fisheries.  Regulations  are 
proposed  to  amend  50  CFR  672.1(d), 
which  is  the  regulatory  section  t^t 
currently  authorizes  t^  State  of  Alaska 
(State)  to  establish  directed  fishing 
standards  for  operators  of  State- 
registered  vessels  fishing  in  the  EEZ. 

The  proposed  change  would  return 
authority  for  the  dieted  fishing 
standards  to  the  Secretary.  The  Council 
has  been  advised  by  the  ADFG  and  by 
NMFS  that  the  Secretary  is  better  able 
to  promulgate  timely  changes  to  the 
directed  fishing  standards  than  is  the 
State.  Regulations  also  are  proposed  to 
amend  50  CFR  672.20(g),  which  would 
establish  directed  fishing  standards  fm: 
DSR  in  other  target  fisheries. 

With  respect  to  DSR,  directed  fishing 
standards  presently  are  governed  by  a 
State  regulation  at  5  Alaska 
Administrative  Code  (AAC)  28.170, 
Possession  and  Landing  Requirements. 
This  regulation  applies  to  vessels  in 
waters  off  Alaska,  including  the  EEZ, 
that  are  registered  under  the  laws  of  the 
State.  It  stipulates  that  no  Commercial 
Fishery  Entry  Commission  permit  holder 
may  have  on  board  a  commercial  fishing 
vessel  amounts  of  DSR  in  excess  of  10 
percent,  by  weight  of  all  species  of  fish 
on  board  the  vessel  wdien  the  directed 
taking  of  DSR  is  prohibited,  or  when 
incidentally  cau^t  by  gear  other  dian 
longline,  hand  troll  gear,  or  mechanical 
jigging  machines.  The  purpose  of  the 
State’s  regulation  is  to  prohibit  directed 
fishing  for  DSR  by  vessels  using  trawl 
gear,  and  to  limit  amounts  of  DSR  in 
hook-and-line  fisheries  when  the  DSR 
directed  fishery  is  closed. 

NMFS  has  reviewed  bycatch  rates  of 
DSR  in  fisheries  for  other  target  species 
categories.  Certain  of  these  categories 
(e.g.,  deep  water  flatfish,  "other 
ro^fish,”  thomyhead  rockfish)  occur  in 


water  much  deeper  than  where  DSR 
typically  are  fomuL  Unless  vessel 
operators  target  on  DSR  to  "top  off" 
catches  of  other  groundfish  species, 
bycatch  rates  of  DSR  in  fish^es  for 
these  target  species  categories  typically 
are  very  small  compared  to  bjrcatch 
rates  in  fish^es  for  other  target  species 
categories  in  shallower  water.  For 
example,  die  1990  trawl  catch  of  DSR  in 
the  SEO  District  was  about  0.5  metric 
tons  (mt).  whereas  the  reported  trawl 
catch  of  slope  rockfish  was  1,500  mt  If 
all  of  the  DSR  catdi  occurred  in  the 
"other  rockfish”  fishery,  the  bycatch 
rate  would  have  been  about  0.03 
percent  The  State’s  allowable  10 
percent  rate  is  much  higher  than  would 
be  needed  to  support  DSR  bycatch 
needs  in  these  deep  water  trawl 
fisheries.  Althou^  the  natural  bycatch 
rate  of  DSR  associated  with  deep  water 
fisheries  is  minimal,  these  fisheries 
could  result  in  high  bycatches  of  DSR  if 
vessels  "t(q[>ped  off"  catches  of  other 
groimdfish  species  with  up  to  10  percent 
DSR.  which  would  be  leg^  under 
present  regulations  governing 
permissible  bycatch  amounts  (5  AAC 
28.170).  NMFS  recommends  that  the 
directed  fishing  standard  for  DSR  be  1 
percent  of  the  aggregate  amounts  of 
deep  water  flatfish,  "other  rockfish," 
and  thomyhead  rockfish  retained  by  the 
same  vessel  at  any  time  during  the  same 
trip.  Compared  to  a  directed  fishing 
standard  ctf  10  percent,  a  directed  fishing 
standard  of  1  percent  is  expected  to 
remove  the  incentive  to  top  off  catdies 
with  DSR.  At  the  same  time,  a  1  percent 
directed  fishing  standard  would  reduce 
waste  caused  by  discarding  DSR  at  sea 
when  slightly  li^er  bycatc^s 
inadvertently  occur  while  fishing  for 
other  fish  spedes. 

Bycatch  rates  of  DSR  would  be 
expected  to  be  higher  in  catches  of  other 
target  species  categories  (e.g.. 
arrowtooth  flounder,  shallow  water 
flaffish.  flathead  sole,  and  Pacific  cod) 
that  occur  in  shallow  water  depdis. 
Taricet  fisheries  by  any  bear  tj^  for 
these  species  in  the  SEO  District  have 
not  been  significant  in  1991  or  previous 
years.  Therefore,  empirical  data  on  DSR 
bycatch  rates  in  this  fisheries  are  scant 
Nonetheless,  NMFS  believes  that  trawl 
effort  directed  at  these  species  could 
result  in  substantial  bycatch  amounts 
DSR,  because  they  commingle  in  the 
same  water  depths.  NMFS  recommends 
that  the  direct^  fishing  standard  for 
DSR  also  accommodate  10  percent  of 
die  aggregate  amounts  of  these  species 
retained  by  the  vessel  at  £uiy  time  during 
the  same  trip. 

To  monitor  bycatches  of  DSR  on 
board  a  vessel,  management  agencies 
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would  add  the  aggregate  round  weight 
equivalent  amount  of  deep  water 
flatfish,  “other  rockfish,”  and 
thomyhead  rockfish  retained  on  board 
during  a  trip  and  multiply  the  sume  of  1 
percent.  Then,  management  agencies 
would  add  the  aggregate  round  weight 
equivalent  amount  of  other  species 
(except  DSR)  retained  on  board  during  a 
trip  and  multiply  the  sum  by  10  percent. 
The  two  sums  would  be  added  together. 
The  resulting  sum  would  be  compared  to 
the  round  weight  equivalent  amount  of 
DSR  on  board.  Amounts  of  DSR  in 
excess  of  the  sum  would  constitute  a 
violation. 

Classification 

The  Assistant  Administrator  of 
Fisheries,  NOAA  (Assistant 
Administrator),  has  determined  that  this 
rule  is  necessary  for  the  conservation 
and  management  of  the  ground  fishery 
ofi  Alaska  and  that  is  consistent  with 
the  Magnuson  Act  and  other  appliable 
law. 

The  Alaska  Region,  NMFS,  prepared 
an  EA  for  this  rule  and  concluded  that 
no  significant  impact  on  the 
environment  will  occur  as  result  of  its 
implementation.  The  public  may  obtain, 
a  copy  of  the  EA  form  the  Regional 
Director  (see  ADDRESSES). 

The  initial  regulatory  flexibility 
analysis  (IRFA),  prepared  as  part  of  the 
EA/IR/IFRA,  concludes  that  this 
proposed  rule,  if  adopted,  would  have 
significant  efiects  on  small  entities. 
Informtion  contained  in  the  IRFA  is 
summarized  as  follows. 

Under  the  status  quo  alternative  to  do 
nothing,  gross  revenue  for  hook-and-Une 
fishermen  would  be  lost  if  the  DSR  fishery 
were  prematurely  closed.  As  an  example, 
when  all  hook-and-line  fisheries  were  closed 
on  )uly  8, 1991,  about  70  mt  of  DSR  remained 
of  die  425-mt  TAG  specified  for  DSR  in  1991. 
Assuming  an  exvessel  price  of  $0.65  per 
pound  (round  weight],  this  amount  would 
have  been  worth  about  $100,000.  Assuming  a 
multiplied  of  3  to  amount  for  additional 
earnings  by  other  industries  that  depend  on 
fishermen's  earings  from  the  DSR  harvest  70 
mt  of  DSR  might  have  been  worth  $300,000. 
This  amount  represent  an  amount  foregone  in 
1991  as  a  result  of  premature  closure  caused 
by  the  attainment  of  the  halibut  PSC  limited 
specified  for  a  year.  Each  of  40  vessels, 
economically  depending  on  the  1991  DSR 
fishery,  might  have  lost  $2,500.  Because  the 
potential  of  these  losses  would  be  prevented 
if  the  DSR  fishery  is  not  unecesarily  closed, 
this  regulation  aU  foster  economic  growth. 

The  extent  of  economic  loss  varies  in  any 
one  year  depending  on  the  amount  of  the  DSR 
harvest  prior  to  closure,  the  above  estimate 
of  $2,500  per  vessel  probably  represents  a 
lower  limit  on  gross  revenue  lost  by  each 
fisherman  who  participates  in  the  DSR 
fishery.  Conversely,  under  the  proposed 
regulatory  amendment,  the  above  value 


represents  a  lower  limit  on  gross  revenue  that 
might  be  earned  by  each  fisherman. 

NMFS  concluded  formal  Section  7 
Consultation  on  the  FMP  and  fisheries. 
The  biological  opinions  issued  for  the 
consultations  concluded  that  the  FMP 
and  fisheries  are  not  likely  to  jeopardize 
the  continued  existence  and  recovery  of 
any  endangered  or  threateded  species 
tmder  the  jurisdictions  of  NMFS. 
Adoption  of  tlie  management  measures 
described  in  this  proposed  rule  will  not 
affect  listed  species  in  a  way  that  was 
not  already  considered  in  the 
aforementioned  biological  opinions. 
NMFS  has  determined  that  no  further 
section  7  Consultation  is  required  for 
adoption  of  this  action. 

The  Assistant  Administrator 
determined  that  this  proposed  rule  is  not 
a  “major  rule”  requiring  a  regulatory 
impact  analysis  under  Executive  Oi^er 
12291.  The  proposed  rule,  if  adopted,  is 
not  likely  to  result  in  a  annual  effect  on 
the  economy  of  $100  million  or  more;  a 
major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 

Federal,  state,  or  local  government 
agencies  or  geographic  regions;  or  a 
significant  adverse  effect  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  the  ability  of 
U.S.-based  enterprised  to  compete  with 
foreign-based  enterprises  in  domestic  or 
export  markets.  Based  on  the 
socioeconomic  impacts  discussed  in  the 
ER/RIR/IRFA  prepared  by  the  alaska 
Region,  NMFS  concluded  that  none  of 
the  proposed  measures  in  this  rule 
would  cause  impacts  considered 
significant  for  purposes  of  the  E.O. 

This  rule  does  not  include  a  collection 
of  information  required  subject  to  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act. 

NMFS  has  determined  that  this  rule 
will  be  implemented  in  a  manner  that  is 
consistent  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable  with  the  approved  coastal 
management  program  of  the  State.  This 
determination  has  been  submitted  for 
review  by  the  responsible  State  agencies 
imder  section  307  of  the  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Act. 

This  proposed  rule  does  not  contain 
policies  with  federalism  implication 
sufficient  to  warrant  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment  under  Executive 
Order  12612. 

list  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  672 

Fisheries,  Report  and  recordkeeping. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

Samuel  W.  McKeen, 

Acting  Assistant  Administration  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  part  672  is  amended  as 
follows: 


PART  672— GROUNDFISH  OF  THE 
GULF  OF  ALASKA 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  672 
continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1801  et  seq. 

2.  In  §  672.1,  paragraph  (d)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  672.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(d)  The  following  State  of  Alaska 
regulations  are  not  preempted  by  this 
part  for  vessels  regulated  under  this  part 
fishing  for  demersal  shelf  rockfish  in  the 
Southeast  Outside  District,  and  that  are 
registered  imder  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Alaska: 

5  AAC  28.110.  Fishing  seasons. 

5  AAC  28.130.  Gear. 

5  AAC  28.160.  Harvest  guidelines. 

5  AAC  28.190.  Harvest  of  bait  by 
commercial  permit  holders. 

3.  In  S  672.20,  paragraph  (g)(3)  is 
removed  and  paragraphs  (f)(l)(ii], 

(f)(2)(i),  (g)(1),  and  (g)(2)  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  672.20  General  limitations. 

*  *  *  «  * 

(f)*  *  * 

(1)  *  *  * 

(i)  *  *  ‘ 

{ii)  Hook-and-line  gear.  (A) 

Groundfish  other  than  demersal  shelf 
rockfish  in  the  Southeast  Outside 
District.  If,  during  the  year,  the  Regional 
Director  determines  that  the  catch  of 
halibut  by  operators  of  vessels  using 
hook-and-line  gear  in  groundfish 
fisheries  other  than  the  directed  fishery 
for  demersal  shelf  rodcfish  in  the 
Southeast  Outside  District  will  reach 
their  proportional  share  of  the  seasonal 
allocation  of  the  halibut  PSC  limit 
specified  for  hook-and-line  gear  under 
paragraph  (f)(2)  of  this  section,  the 
Regional  Director  will  publish  a  notice 
in  ffie  Federal  Register  prohibiting 
directed  fishing  for  groundfish,  other 
than  demersal  shelf  rockfish,  with  hook- 
and-line  gear  for  the  remainder  of  the 
season  to  which  the  PSC  allocation 
applies. 

(B)  Demersal  shelf  rockfish  in  the 
Southeast  Outside  District.  If,  during  the 
year,  the  Regional  Director  determines 
that  the  catch  of  halibut  by  operators  of 
vessels  who  are  participating  in  the 
Southeast  Outside  District  demersal 
shelf  rockfish  directed  fishery  with 
hook-and-line  gear  will  reach  their 
proportional  share  of  the  seasonal 
allocation  of  the  halibut  PSC  limit 
specified  for  hook-and-line  gear  under 
paragraph  (f)(2)  of  this  section,  the 
Regional  Director  will  publish  a  notice 
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in  the  Federal  Register  prohibiting 
directed  fishing  for  demersal  shelf 
rockfish  with  hook-and-line  gear  in  the 
Southeast  Outside  District  fw  the 
remainder  of  the  season  to  which  the 
PSC  allocation  applies. 

«  •  *  *  • 

(2)  Halibut  PSC  limits,  (i)  Notices  of 
proposed  halibut  PSC  limits.  After 
consultation  with  the  Council,  the 
Secretary  will  publish  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  specifying  the  proposed 
halibut  PSC  limit  or  vessels  using  trawl 
gear.  The  notice  also  will  specify  the 
proposed  halibut  PSC  limit  for  vessels 
using  hook-and-line  gear,  which  may  be 
further  apportioned  to  vessels 
participating  in  the  directed  demersal 
shelf  rockfish  fishery  in  the  Southeast 
Outside  District  of  the  Eastern 
Regulatory  Area.  The  notice  also  may 
specify  halibut  PSC  limits  for  vesseb 
using  pot  gear.  Each  PSC  limit  proposed 
for  gear  types  under  this  paragraph  may 
be  allocated  by  season  under  paragraph 
(f)(2)(iii)  of  this  section.  Eadi  halibut 
PSC  limit  may  be  apportioned  among 
the  regulatory  areas  and  districts  of  the 
Gulf  of  Alaska.  Public  comments  cm 
these  proposals  will  be  accepted  by  the 


Secretary  for  30  days  after  publication 
in  the  F^eral  Register. 
***** 

(g)  *  *  * 

(1)  Trawl  gear,  (i)  Sablefish.  The 
operator  of  a  vessel  is  engaged  in 
directed  fishing  foi  sable&h  if  he 
retains  at  any  particular  time  during  a 
trip  sablefish  cau^t  using  trawl  gear  in 
an  amount  equal  to  or  greater  th^ 

(A)  15  percent  of  the  aggregate 
amount  of  deep  water  flatfish  flathead 
sole,  and  rockfish  species  of  the  genera 
Sebastes  and  Sebastolobus  retained  at 
the  same  time  by  the  vessel  during  the 
same  trip;  plus 

(B)  Five  percent  of  the  total  amount  of 
all  fish  species  not  identified  under 
paragraph  (g)(l)(i)(A)  of  this  section 
retained  at  &e  same  time  by  the  vessel 
during  the  same  trip. 

(ii)  Demersal  shelf  rockfish.  The 
operator  of  a  vessel  is  engaged  in 
directed  fishing  for  demersal  shelf 
rockfish  if  he  retains  at  any  particular 
time  during  a  trip  demersal  shelf 
rockfish  caught  using  trawl  gear  in  an 
amount  equ^  to  or  greater  than  1 
percent  of  the  aggregate  amount  of  deep 
water  flatfish,  flathead  sole,  “other 


rockfish,”  sablefish,  and  thomyhead 
rockfish,  plus  10  percent  of  the  amoimt 
of  all  other  fish  species  retained  at  the 
same  time  by  the  vessel  during  the  same 
trip. 

(2)  Hood-and-line  gear,  (i)  Sablefish. 
The  operator  of  a  vessel  is  engaged  in 
directed  fishing  for  sablefish  he 
retains  at  any  particular  time  during  a 
trip  sablefish  caught  using  hook-and-line 
gear  in  an  amount  equal  to  or  greater 
than  4  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  all 
other  fish  species  retained  at  the  same 
time  by  the  vessel  during  the  same  trip. 

(ii)  Demersal  shelf  raffish.  The 
operator  of  a  vessel  is  engaged  in  the 
directed  fishing  for  demersal  shelf 
rockfish  if  he  retains  at  any  particular 
time  during  a  trip  demersal  shelf 
rockfish  caught  using  hook-and-line  gear 
in  an  amount  equal  to  or  greater  than  1 
percent  of  the  aggregate  amount  of  deep 
water  flatfish,  flathead  sole,  “other 
rockfish,”  sablefish,  and  thomyhead 
rockfish,  plus  10  percent  of  the  amount 
of  all  other  fish  species  retained  at  the 
same  time  by  the  vessel  during  the  same 
trip. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7892  Filed  4-7-92;  8.*45  am] 
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Notices  Federal  Register 

Vol.  57,  No.  68 
Wednesday,  April  8,  1992 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agerK:y  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Suitability  Studies  for  Six  Rivers  Being 
Considered  for  Natlonai  Wild  and 
Scenic  River  Status;  Daniel  Boone 
Natlonai  Forest;  Jackson,  LaureL 
McCreary,  Pulaski,  and  Whitley 
Counties;  Kentucky 

agency:  Forest  Service,  USDA 

ACTION:  Revised  notice:  correction  of 
comment  period. 

summary:  This  notice  corrects  the 
comment  period  identified  in  the  Notice 
of  Intent,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  4, 1902,  (57  FR 
4185-4186),  from  60  days  to  90  days.  On 
page  4166,  first  column,  paragraph 
seven,  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 
The  comment  period  on  the  draft 
enviromnental  impact  statement  will  be 
90  days  from  the  date  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  publishes  the  notice 
of  availability  in  the  Federal  Register.  In 
addition  on  page  4186,  second  coliunn, 
paragraph  one,  last  sentence,  is 
corrected  to  read  as  follows:  Because  of 
these  court  rulings,  it  is  very  important 
that  those  interested  in  this  proposal 
participate  by  the  close  of  the  OO-day 
comment  period  so  that  substantive 
comments  and  objections  are  made 
available  to  the  Forest  Service  at  a  time 
when  it  can  meaningfully  consider  them 
and  respond  to  them  in  &e  final 
environmental  impact  statement. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jorge  Hersel,  Dispersed  Recreation 
Specialist,  Daniel  Boone  National 
Forest  Stanton  Ranger  District  705  W. 
College  Avenue,  Stanton,  Kentucky 
40380,  (606)  663-2852. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

Robert  B.  Erickson, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8005  Filed  4-7-92: 8:45  am] 
MUJNQ  CODE  MIO-lt-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Forelgn*Trade  Zones  Board 
[Docket  7-92] 

Proposed  ForeigivTrade  Zone; 
Application  Hied 

An  application  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the 
Board]  by  the  Pinellas  County  Industry 
Counc^  ^IC)  (a  Florida  public 
corporation),  requesting  authority  to 
establish  a  general-purpose  foreign- 
trade  zone  in  Pinellas  County,  Florida, 
within  the  St.  Petersburg  port  of  entry. 
The  application  was  submitted  pursueuit 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign-trade 
Zones  Act,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a- 
81u),  and  the  regulations  of  the  Board 
(15  CFR  part  400).  It  was  formally  filed 
on  March  30, 1992.  The  applicant  is 
authorized  to  make  the  proposal  under 
section  288.36,  Florida  Statutes 
Annotated  (1987). 

The  proposed  foreign-trade  zone 
would  consist  of  2  sites  in  the  St. 
Petersburg-Clearwater  area.  Site  1  is  the 
St.  Petersburg-Clearwater  International 
Airport  complex  [1,900  acres)  in  Pinellas 
Coimty  between  the  Cities  of  St. 
Petersburg  and  Clearwater,  some  15 
miles  west  of  Tampa.  Zone  activity  is 
expected  to  take  place  within  the  airport 
area  designated  for  office/ warehousing 
and  light  manufacturing  (350  acres).  A 
warehouse  facility  with^  the  Airport 
Business  Center  would  be  available  for 
initial  zone  use.  Site  2  involves  the  Port 
of  St.  Petersburg  (3  acres)  in  St. 
Pertersburg  on  Tampa  Bay.  Site  1  is 
owned  by  Pinellas  County  and  operated 
by  the  coimty's  aviation  department. 

Site  2  is  owned  and  operated  by  the  City 
of  St.  Petersburg.  PCIC  will  operate  the 
zone. 

The  application  contains  evidence  of 
the  need  for  zone  services  in  the  St. 
Petersbiirg-Clearwater  area.  Several 
firms  have  indicated  an  interest  in  using 
zone  procedures  for  warehousing/ 
distribution  of  such  items  as  personal 
computers,  marine  electronic  equipment, 
fitness  and  health  equipment  aircraft 
tools  and  underwater  coatings.  Specific 
manufacturing  approvals  are  not  being 
sought  at  this  time.  Requests  would  be 
made  to  the  Board  on  a  case-by-case 
basis. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
regulations  (as  revised,  58  FR  50790- 
50808, 10-8-91),  a  member  of  the  FTZ 


Staff  has  been  designated  examiner  to 
investigate  the  application  and  report  to 
the  Board. 

Public  comment  on  the  application  is 
invited  from  interested  parties. 
Submissions  (original  and  3  copies)  shall 
be  addressed  to  ffie  Board’s  Executive 
Secretary  at  the  address  below.  'The 
closing  period  for  their  receipt  is  June  8, 
1992.  Rebuttal  comments  in  response  to 
material  submitted  during  the  foregoing 
period  may  be  submitted  during  the 
subsequent  15-day  period  (to  June  22, 
1992). 

While  no  public  hearing  has  been 
scheduled  for  the  FTZ  Board, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  such  a 
hearing  during  the  review. 

A  copy  of  the  application  and 
accompanying  e^diibits  will  be  available 
during  this  time  for  public  inspection  at 
the  following  locations. 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  District 
Office,  128  North  Osceola  Avenue, 
Clearwater,  Florida  34615. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  room  3716, 
14ffi  &  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20230. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

John  J.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8081  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45 -am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  3S10-OS-M 


International  Trade  Administration 

Antidumping  or  Countervailing  Duty 
Order,  Finding,  or  Suspended 
Investigation;  Opportunity  To  Request 
Administrative  Review 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  opportunity  to  request 
administrative  review  of  antidumping  or 
countervailing  duty  order,  finding,  or 
suspended  investigation. 

background:  Each  year  during  the 
anniversary  month  of  the  publication  of 
an  antidumping  or  countervailing  duty 
order,  findi^,  or  suspension  of 
investigation,  an  interested  party  as 
defined  in  section  $  771(9)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  may  request,  to  acconlance 
with  §  §  353.22  or  355.22  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations,  that  the 
Department  of  Commerce  (“the 
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Department")  conduct  an  administrative 
review  of  that  antidumping  or 
countervailing  duty  order,  finding,  or 
suspended  investigation. 

OPPORTUNITY  TO  REQUEST  A  REVIEW: 

Not  later  than  April  30, 1992,  interested 
parties  may  request  administrative 
review  of  the  following  orders,  findings, 
or  suspended  investigations,  with 
anniversary  dates  in  April  for  the 
following  periods: 

Antidumping  duty  proceedings  Period 

Canada  Sugar  and  Syrups  (A-122- 

085) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

France:  Sorbitai  (A-427-001) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Greece:  Electrolytic  Manganese  Diox¬ 
ide  (/^-484-801)...„ .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Kaiy.  Spun  Acrylic  Yam  (A-475-084) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Japan:  Calcium  Hypochlorite  (A-588- 

401) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Japaa  Cyanuric  Acid  (A-588-019) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Japan:  Oichloroisocyanurates  (/k-588- 

019) . 04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Japan:  Electrolytic  Manganese  Dioxide 

(A-588-806) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Japan:  3.5"  Microdisks  arxl  Media 

Thereof  (A-588-802) . 04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Japan:  Roller  Chain,  Other  Than  Bicy¬ 
cle  {A-588-028) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Japan:  Spun  Acrylic  Yam  (A-588-086) ...  04/01  /91- 

03/31/92 

Kenya:  Standard  Camatiorts  (A-779- 


602) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Mexico:  Certain  Fresh  Cut  Flowers  (>V- 

201-601) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Norway  Fresh  and  Chilled  Atlantic 

Salmon  (A-403-801) . 10/03/90- 

03/31/92 

Taiwan:  Color  Television  Receivers  (A- 

583-009) . 04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

The  Republic  of  Korea:  Color  Televi¬ 
sion  Receivers  (A-580-008) .  04/01/91- 

03/31/92 

Countervailing  Duty  Proceedngs 

Argentina:  Wool  (C-357-002) _ 01/01/91- 

■12/31/91 

Brazil:  Pig  Iron  (C-351-062) .  01/01/91- 

12/31/91 

Malaysia:  Carbon  Steel  Wire  Rod  (C- 

557-701) .  01/01/91- 

12/31/91 

Mexico:  Leather  Wearing  Apparel  (C- 

201-001) .  01/01/91- 

12/31/91 

Norway  Fresh  and  Chilted  Atlantic 
Salmon  (C-403-802)...„ . 06/29/90- 


10/28/90 

04/12/91- 

12/31/91 

Peru:  Pompon  Chrysanthemums  (C- 


333-601) . . .  01/01/91- 

12/31/91 

Thailand:  Rice  {C-549-503) .  01/01/91- 

12/31/91 


In  accordance  with  S  3S3.22(a)  of  the 
Commerce  regulations,  an  interested 
party  may  request  in  writing  that  the 
Secretary  conduct  an  administrative 
review  of  specified  individual  producers 
or  resellers  covered  by  an  order,  if  the 
requesting  person  states  why  the  person 
desires  the  Secretary  to  review  those 
particular  producers  or  resellers.  If  the 
interested  party  intends  for  the 
Secretary  to  review  sales  of 
merchandise  by  a  reseller  (or  a  producer 
if  that  producer  also  resells  merdiandise 
from  other  suppliers)  which  was 
produced  in  more  than  one  country  of 
origin,  and  each  country  of  origin  is 
subject  to  a  separate  order,  then  the 
interested  party  must  state  specifically 
which  reseller(s)  and  which  countries  of 
origin  for  each  reseller  the  request  is 
intended  to  cover. 

Seven  copies  of  the  request  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Assistance  Secretary 
for  Import  Administration,  International 
Trade  Administration,  room  B-099,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230.  Further,  in  accordeince  with 
S  353.31  of  the  Commerce  Regulations,  a 
copy  of  each  request  must  be  served  on 
every  party  on  the  Department's  service 
list. 

The  Department  will  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  notice  of  “Initiation 
of  Antidumping  (Countervailing)  Duty 
Administrative  Review”,  for  requests 
received  by  April  30, 1992, 

If  the  Department  does  not  receive  by, 
April  30, 1992,  a  request  for  review  of 
entries  covered  by  an  order  or  finding 
listed  in  this  notice  and  for  the  period 
identified  above,  the  Department  will 
instruct  the  Customs  Service  to  assess 
antidumping  or  countervailing  duties  on 
those  entries  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  cash 
deposit  of  (or  bond  for)  estimated 
antidumping  or  countervailing  duties 
required  on  those  entries  at  the  time  of 
entry,  or  withdrawal  fi'om  warehouse, 
for  consumption  and  to  continue  to 
collect  the  cash  deposit  previously 
ordered. 

This  notice  is  not  required  by  statute, 
but  is  published  as  a  service  to  the 
international  trading  community. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

Joseph  A.  Spetiini, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.  92-7977  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BHJJNQ  COOC  3610-08-M 

Export  Trade  Certificate  of  Review 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 


action:  Notice  of  application  for  an 
amendment  to  an  ^port  Trade 
Certificate  of  Review. 


summary:  The  Office  of  Export  Trading 
Company  Affairs  (OETCA), 

International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce,  has  received 
an  application  for  an  amendment  to  an 
Export  Trade  Certificate  of  Review.  This 
notice  summarizes  the  conduct  for 
which  certification  is  sought  and 
requests  comments  relevant  to  whether 
the  Certificate  should  be  amended. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
George  Muller,  Director,  Office  of  Export 
Trading  Company  Affairs,  International 
Trade  Administration,  202/377-5131. 

This  is  not  a  toll-fi%e  number. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Title  III 
of  the  Export  Trading  Company  Act  of 
1982  (15  U.S.C.  4001-21)  authorizes  the 
Secretfuy  of  Commerce  to  issue  Export 
Trade  Certificates  of  Review.  A 
Certificate  of  Review  protects  the  holder 
and  the  members  identified  in  the 
Certificate  from  State  and  Federal 
government  antitrust  actions  and  from 
private,  treble  damage  antitrust  actions 
for  the  export  conduct  specified  in  the 
Certificate  and  carried  out  in 
complicmce  with  its  terms  and 
conditions.  Section  302(b)(1)  of  the  Act 
and  15  CFR  325.6(a)  require  the 
Secretary  to  publish  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  identifying  the 
applicant  and  summarizing  its  proposed 
export  product. 

Request  for  Public  Comments 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  relevant  to  the  determination 
whether  a  Certificate  should  be 
cunended.  An  original  and  five  (5)  copies 
should  be  submitted  no  later  than  20 
days  after  the  dates  of  this  notice  to: 
Office  of  Export  Trading  Company 
Affairs,  International  Trade 
Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  room  1800,  Washington,  DC 
20230.  Information  submitted  by  any 
person  is  exempt  from  disclosure  under 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552).  Comments  should  refer  to  this 
application  as  “Export  Trade  Certificate 
pr  Review,  application  number  88- 
4A016.” 

OETCA  has  received  the  following 
application  for  an  amendment  to  Export 
Trade  Certificate  of  Review  No.  88- 
00016  issued  on  February  3, 1989  (54  FR 
6312,  February  9, 1989).  This  certificate 
was  previously  amended  on  June  26, 

1990  (55  FR  27292,  July  2, 1990)  and  on 
August  28, 1991  (56  FR  42596). 
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Summary  of  the  Applicattoii 

Applicxint  Wood  Machinery 
Manufacturers  of  America,  1900  Arch 
Street,  Fhiidelphia,  PA  19103. 

Contract  John  S.  Satagaj,  WMMA 
Counsel,  1156 15th  St.  NW..  suite  510, 
Washington,  DC  20005,  Telephone  202- 
639-8888. 

Application  No.:  8B-4A016. 

Date  Deemed  Submitted:  March  25, 
1992. 

The  Wood  Machinery  Manufacturers 
Association  seeks  to  amend  its 
certificate  to: 

1.  Delete  American  Machine  Corp, 

Van  Nu3r8,  CA;  and  Montaco,  Inc., 
Orlando,  FL 

2.  Add  the  following  "Members”  to 
the  Certificate:  3K  Machinery  Co.,  Inc., 
New  Albany,  NY;  Kimwood  Corp. 
Cootage  Grove,  OR;  Ligna  Machinery, 
Inc^  Buiiington.  NC;  Mattison  Machine 
Woiks,  Ro^ord,  IL;  Onsrud  Cutter, 

Inc.,  Libertyville,  IL;  Porter-Cable 
Corporation,  Jacksmu  TN;  Ritter 
Manufacturing,  Inc.,  Antioch,  CA;  Yates- 
American  Machine  Co.,  Beloit  WI;  and 
Wisconsin  Knife  Works.  Beloit,  WI. 

Dated:  April  2. 1982. 

Geocge  Muller. 

Director,  Office  of  Export  Trading  Company 
Affairs, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8003  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BiUJNQ  CODE  MW-OR-M 


Applications  for  Duty^rae  Entry  of 
Scientific  Instruments 

Pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational  Scientific  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651;  80  Stat  897;  15  CFR  301),  we 
invite  comments  on  the  question  of 
whether  instruments  of  equivalent 
scientific  value,  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  instruments  shown  below  are 
intended  to  be  used,  are  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

Comments  must  comply  with 
S§  301.5(a)  (3)  and  (4)  of  &e  regulations 
and  be  fil^  within  20  days  with  the 
Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230.  Applications  may  be 
examined  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m. 
in  room  4211,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW^  Washington,  DC. 

Docket  Number.  92-025. 

Applicant  University  of  Miami  School 
of  Medicine,  Miami  Project  to  Cure 
Paralysis.  RM^  1600  NE.,  10th  Avenue. 
Miami  FL  33136. 

Instrument  Electron  Microscope. 
Model  CM  10. 

Manufacturer  N.V.  I^ilips,  The 
Netherlands. 


Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  for  spinal  cord  injury  research  that 
requires  careful  measurements  of  subtle 
changes  in  the  nervous  system.  Electron 
microscopy  will  be  key  in  confirming  the 
presence  of  nonmyelinated  axons  in 
injured  human  spinal  cord.  Research 
will  be  concentrated  on  the  objective  of 
seeking  ways  to  reconstitute  neural 
systems  that  have  been  disrupted.  The 
instrument  will  also  be  used  to  train 
graduate  students  and  postdoctoral 
fellows  so  that  they  may  use  this 
microscope  as  a  tool  in  their  future 
work. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  21, 
1992. 

Docket  Number  92-026. 

Applicant  Virginia  Polytechnic 
Institute  and  State  University.  Chemical 
Engineering,  133  Randolph  Hall, 
Blacksburg,  VA  24061-0211. 

Instrument  Distillation  Unit  Model 
CH81. 

Manufacturer  NORMAG,  Germany. 

Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  in  the  study  of  distillation  process 
which  is  extremely  important  for 
chemical  engineers  to  study. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  25, 
1992. 

Docket  Number  922-027. 

Applicant  U.S.  Geologiccd  Survey, 
EROS  Data  Center,  Mundt  Federal 
Building,  Sioux  Falls,  SD  57198. 

Instrument  Color  Digital  Image 
Recorder,  Model  Color  fire  240. 

Manufacturer  Cymbolic  Sciences 
International,  Canada. 

Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  to  prepare  both  intermediate  and 
final  image  products  of  satellite 
information  from  the  Landsat  or  SPOT 
satellites  or  from  digitized  aircraft 
acquired  through  the  National  Aerial 
Photography  Program.  It  provides  the 
capability  for  printing  distal  imagery  on 
241  mm  color  roll  film  from  image  data 
supplied  by  a  host  computer  or  from  a 
test-pattern  generator. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  March  3, 

1992. 

Docket  Number  92-028. 

Applicant  New  Yoric  University,  FAS 
Center  for  Neural  Science,  6  Washington 
Place,  New  York,  NY  10003. 

Instrument  Micromanipulator  (Right 
Hand  Use). 

Manufacturer  Narishige  Scientific 
Instruments.  Japan. 

Intended  Use:  Tbe  instrument  will  be 
used  for  educational  purposes  in  the 
courses:  Principcds  of  Neuroscience, 
Behavorial  and  Integrative  Neuroscience 
and  Cellular  and  Molecular 


Nemobiology  which  deal  with  the  make¬ 
up  and  behavior  of  neurons. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  27, 
1992. 

Docket  Number  92-029. 

Applicant  University  of  Cincinnati, 
room  137  McMicken  Hall,  Cincinnati, 

OH  45221. 

Instrument  ICP  Mass  Spectrometer, 
Model  PlasmaQuad. 

Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  for  studies  of  solid,  liquid  and 
gaseous  samples  for  chemical  analysis 
purposes.  Samples  will  include  fly-ash, 
coal  gasification  residues,  body  fluids, 
freeze  dried  tissue  and  cropland 
samples.  These  materials  will  be 
investigated  for  their  specific  trace 
element  content  and  in  some  cases  the 
trace  element  species.  In  addition,  the 
instrument  will  be  used  for  education 
purposes  in  the  courses  Chemistry  Y71, 
Introduction  to  Researdi  and  Chemistry 
971,  Research.  Research  will  require  all 
students  to  do  an  in  depth  experimental 
or  theoretical  study. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  28, 
1992. 

Docket  Number  92-030. 

Applicant  University  of  Nebraska- 
Lincoln,  Department  of  Geology,  214 
Bessey  Hall,  Lincoln,  NE  66588-0340. 

Instrument  Electro-magnetic 
Geophysical  Survey  Instrument,  Model 
EM16/EM16R. 

Manufacturer  Geonics  Ltd.,  Canada. 

Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  to  make  measurements  of  terrain 
conductivity  of  subsurface  earth 
matericds  such  as  unconsolidated 
sediments  and  bedrock  that  usually 
includes  groundwater.  The  primary 
objective  for  using  the  instrument  in 
hydro^ological  and  geotechnical 
investigations  is  to  delineate  the 
structure,  physical  characteristics,  and 
chemical  nature  of  the  subsurface 
environment  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
overall  requirements  of  the  study.  In 
addition,  the  instnunent  will  be  used  as 
part  of  B.S..  M.S.  and  Ph.D.  courses  in 
Hydrogeology.  Groundwater  Geology. 
Exploration  Geophysics  and 
Introduction  to  Geophysics  and 
Geochemistry  to  educate  students  in  die 
use  of  geological  principles  and 
methods. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  March  3, 
1992. 

Docket  Number  92-031. 

Applicant  University  of  Califomieu 
Lawrence  Berkeley  Laboratory,  1 
Cyclotron  Road,  Berkeley.  CA  94720. 
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Instrument:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM-002B. 

Manufacturer:  TOPCON  Technologies 
Inc.,  Japan. 

Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  to  investigate  the  defects  in 
materials  such  as  dislocations,  stacking 
faults,  precipitates  and  properties  of 
interfaces  in  metals,  ceramics,  and 
semiconductors.  The  objectives  of  the 
experiments  include  obtaining 
information  about  the  structural 
properties  of  materials  which  could 
influence  their  electrical  and  optical 
properties.  In  addition,  the  instrument 
will  be  used  in  developing  the  skills  of 
students  in  high-resolution  and 
analytical  electron  microscopy. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  March  3, 
1992. 

Docket  Number:  92-032. 

Applicant:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
MS963,  Box  25046,  Denver  Federal 
Center,  Denver,  CO  80225. 

Instrument:  Mass  Spectrometer, 
Model  MAT  262. 

Manufacturer:  Finnigan  MAT, 
Germany. 

Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  for  studies  of  rocks,  minerals,  and 
ground  water  from  the  Yucca  Mountain 
area  in  southern  Nevada.  Isotopic 
compositions  of  calcium,  strontium, 
neodymium,  lead  and  uranium  will  be 
determined  for  a  large  number  of  rock, 
mineral  euid  water  samples  using  the 
fully  automated  and  hi^-precision 
capabilities  of  this  therm^  ionization 
mass  spectrometer. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  March  3, 
1992. 

Docket  Number:  92-033. 

Applicant:  University  of  Missouri- 
Kansas  City,  School  of  Dentistry,  650 
East  25th  Street,  Kanasa  City,  MO 
64106-2795. 

Instrument  Scanning  Transmission 
City.  MO  64108-2795. 

Instrument  Scanning  Transmission 
Electron  Microscope.  Model  CM  12. 

Manufacturer:  N.V.  Philips,  The 
Netherlands. 

Intended  Use:  The  instrument  will  be 
used  for  research  which  involves 
development  and  thorough 
characterization  of  prospective  new 
dental  adhesives,  polymers,  and  dental 
composite  matrices. 

Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  March  5. 
1992. 

Frank  W.  Crari, 

Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff. 
[FR  Doc.  92-7978  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

saxma  coot  Nio-oa-ii 


Natlonai  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology 

[Docket  No.  920376-2076] 

Opportunity  To  Join  a  Cooperative 
Research  and  Development 
Consortium  for  Improving  the 
Processing  of  Polymer  Blends 

AGENCY:  National  Institute  of  Standards 
€md  Technology,  Commerce. 

AcnoN:  Notice. 

SUMMARY;  The  National  Institute  of 
Standards  and  Technology  (NIST)  seeks 
industrial  and  academic  pa^es 
interested  in  entering  into  a  cooperative 
research  consortium  on  the  development 
of  new  technology  to  develop,  monitor 
and  control  polymer  blends.  Any 
program  undertaken  will  be  wit^  the 
scope  and  confines  of  The  Federal 
Technology  Tremsfer  Act  of  1986  (Pub.  L 
99-502, 15  U.S.C.  3710a),  which  provides 
federal  laboratories  including  ^^ST, 
with  the  authority  to  enter  into 
cooperative  research  agreement  with 
qualified  parties.  Under  this  law,  NIST 
may  contribute  personnel,  equipment 
and  facilities — but  no  funds-— to  the 
cooperative  research  program.  NIST 
intends  to  conduct  a  workshop  April  20 
and  21, 1992  for  interested  parties.  The 
workshop  will  identify  concepts, 
measurement  techniques,  and  odier 
tools  that  can  be  applied  to  polymer 
blends.  It  will  attempt  to  identify 
research  problems  that  could  provide 
the  underlying  chemistry  and  physics 
related  to  technology  development  of 
industrial  blends  and  alloys.  The 
workshop  will  disc\iss  the  possible 
formation  of  a  research  consortium 
including  NIST,  industry  and  academia 
to  solve  these  problems.  This  is  not  a 
grant  program. 

DATES:  Interested  parties  shoiild  contact 
NIST  at  the  address  or  telephone 
number  shown  below  but  no  later  than 
April  28, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Dr.  Charles  Han,  Polymers 
Division,  Polymers  Bldg.,  room  B210. 
National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology.  Gaithersburg,  MD  20899. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMAHON  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Charles  C.  Han,  (301)  975-6771. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMAHON:  NIST 
seeks  qualified  industrial  parties 
interested  in  entering  into  a  cooperative 
consortium  research  program  on  the 
development  of  new  teclmology  to 
develop,  monitor  and  control  polymer 
blends.  Some  of  the  topics  to  be 
discussed  at  the  workshop  are: 

(1)  Strategies  for  Compatibilization  of 
Polymer  Blends: 

(2)  Neutron  Scattering  of  Polymers; 


(3)  Miscibility  of  Saturated 
Hydrocarbon  Polymer  Blends; 

(4)  Rheological  and  Mechanical 
Properties  of  Antiplasticized  and  Rubber 
Toughened  Polycarbonates: 

(5)  Fimdamentals  of  Extrusion 
Compounding  of  Polymer  Blends; 

(6)  Ordering  of  Block  Copolymers,  and 
Polymer  Blends  Under  Shear; 

(7)  Phase  Behavior  of  Polymer  Blends 
Under  Steady  Shear  Flow  After 
Cessation  of  Flow;  and 

(8)  Measurement  of  NM-Range 
Domain  Dimensions  and  Estimation  of 
Stoichiometries  in  Phase  Separated 
Polymer  Blends  Using  Solid-State  Proton 
NMR. 

Companies  should  be  prepared  to 
invest  adequate  resources  in  the 
collaboration  and  be  firmly  committed 
to  the  goal  of  developing  new  polymer 
technology. 

This  program  is  being  undertaken 
within  the  scope  and  confines  of  the 
Federtd  Technology  Transfer  Act  of  1986 
(Pub.  L  99-502, 15  U.S.C.  3710a),  which 
authorizes  government  owned  and 
operated  federal  laboratories,  including 
NIST,  to  enter  into  cooperative  research 
and  development  agreements  (“CRDAs) 
with  qualified  peuiies.  Under  the  law,  a 
CRDA  may  provide  for  contributions 
itma  the  federal  laboratory  of  personnel, 
facilities  and  equipment,  but  not  direct 
funding.  NIST  intends  to  hold  a  planning 
meeting  on  April  20  and  21. 1992  for 
interested  parties. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

John  W.  Lyons, 

Director, 

(FR  Doc.  92-7987  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

Btixma  coot  ssto-i»-M 


Malcolm  Baldrige  National  Quality 
Award’s  Board  of  Oversasrs 

agency:  National  Institute  of  Standards 

and  Technology,  DOC. 

action:  Notice  of  public  meeting. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  app. 

2,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  there  will 
be  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Overseers 
of  the  Malcolm  Baldrige  National 
Quality  Award  on  Tuesday.  April  28, 
1992,  ^m  8:30  ajn.  to  5  p  jn.  llie  Board 
of  Overseers  consists  of  seven  members 
prominent  in  the  field  of  quality 
management  and  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  assembled  to 
advise  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on 
the  conduct  of  the  ^drige  Award.  The 
purpose  of  the  meeting  on  April  28, 1992, 
will  be  for  the  Board  of  Overseers  to 
receive  and  then  discuss  reports  from 
the  National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
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Technology  (NIST)  and  the  Panel  of 
Judges  of  the  Malcolm  Baldrige  National 
Quality  Award.  These  reports  will  cover 
the  following  topics:  6:30-10  a.m. — 
Introductions  and  overview  of  the 
Award  process:  10  ajn.-ll:45  a.m. — ^An 
update  on  the  1991  and  1992  Awards; 
1:15  p.in.-2:30-5  pjn. — Roundtable 
discussions  with  the  Panel  of  Judges  of 
the  Malcolm  Baldrige  National  Quality 
Award  and  the  Board  of  Overseers. 
DATES:  The  meeting  will  convene  April 
28, 1992,  at  6:30  a.m.,  and  adjourn  at  5 
p.m.  on  April  26. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology,  Administration  Building 
Conference  Room  (seating  capacity  36, 
includes  24  participants),  Gaithersburg. 
Maryland  20899. 

FOR  FURTHER  HUFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Dr.  Curt  W.  Reimann,  Director  for 
Quality  Programs,  National  Institute  of 
Standards  and  Technology, 
Gaithersburg,  Maryland  20899, 
telephone  number  (301)  975-2036. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

John  Lyons, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8059  Filed  4-7-62:  8:45  am] 
nUJNO  CODE 


Malcobn  Baldrige  Nattonal  Quality 
Award’s  Panel  of  Judges 

agency:  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Teclmology,  DOC. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  public  meeting. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  5  U.S.C.  app. 

2.  notice  is  hereby  given  that  there  will 
be  a  meeting  of  the  Panel  of  Judges  of 
the  Malcolm  Baldrige  National  Quality 
Award  on  Monday.  April  27, 1992,  and 
on  Tuesday,  April  28, 1992.  The  Panel  of 
Judges  is  composed  of  nine  members 
prominent  in  the  field  of  quality 
management  and  appointed  by  the 
Director  of  the  National  Institute  of 
Standards  and  Technology. 

The  meeting  will  be  composed  of  two 
parts.  On  April  27,  the  Panel  of  Judges 
will  meet  to  review  the  Award 
processes  (firs  stage,  consensus,  site 
visit,  and  final  selection):  hold  final 
discussions  on  the  1991  Award  cycle: 
prepare  for  the  Panel’s  meeting  on  April 
28  with  the  Board  of  Overseers  of  the 
Malcolm  Baldrige  National  Quality 
Award  on  the  1992  Award  status  and 
plans;  and  discuss  future  plans  for  the 
Award  program.  This  meeting  will 
include  a  woridng  lunch.  On  April  28, 
there  will  be  a  combined  meeting  of  the 
members  of  the  Panel  of  Judges  and  the 
Board  of  Overseers  to  review  the  Award 


process,  discuss  the  1991  and  1992 
Awards,  cmd  outline  plans  and  issues 
for  the  1992  and  1993  Award  process. 
DATES:  The  meeting  will  convene  on 
April  27. 1992,  at  8:30  a.m.  and  adjourn 
at  5  p.m.  on  April  28, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  *1110  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Nationcd  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology,  Administration  Building 
Conference  Room  (seating  capacity  36, 
including  18  participants  on  April  27, 
and  24  participants  on  April  2^  1992), 
Gaithersburg,  Maryland  20899. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Curt  W.  Reimann,  Associate  Director 
for  Quality  Programs,  National  Institute 
of  Standards  and  Technology, 
Gaithersburg,  Maryland  20899, 
telephone  number  (301)  975-2036. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

John  Lyons, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8060  Filed  4-7-62;  8:45  am] 

BtUJNG  CODE  K10-1S-H 


[Dockat  Ho.  91117S-1278] 

Proposed  Voluntary  Product  Standard 
TS234;  Performance  Standard  for 
Wood-Based  Structural-Use  Panels 

agency:  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  circulation  of 
proposed  voluntary  product  standard. 

summary:  This  is  to  advise  the  public 
that  the  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology  is  circulating  for  review 
and  comment  proposed  Voluntary 
Product  Standard  TS234  “Performance 
Standard  for  Wood-Based  Structural- 
Use  Panels."  This  circulation  is  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10.6 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
“Procedures  for  the  Development  of 
Voluntary  Product  Standards”  (15  CFR 
part  10.  as  amended;  (51  FR  22497  dated 
June  20. 1988). 

DATES:  Written  comments  regarding  the 
standard  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Standards  Management  Program,  Office 
of  Standards  Services,  on  or  before  June 
22, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  this  proposed 
standard  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Standards  Management  Program,  Office 
of  Standards  Services,  National  Institute 
of  Standards  and  Technology, 
Gaithersburg.  MD  20899. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Barbara  Meigs.  NIST,  telephone:  301- 
975-4023,  FAX:  301-863-2871. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  Voluntary  Product 
Standard  is  to  foster  the  mutual 
objective  of  the  United  States  and 


Canada  with  respect  to  the  development 
and  implementation  of  harmonized 
performance  standards  for  wood-based 
structural-use  panels.  The  standard 
covers  performance  requirements, 
adhesive  bond  durability,  panel 
construction  and  workmanship, 
dimensicHis  and  tolerances,  and  marking 
and  moisture  content  of  structural-use 
panels.  It  relates  to  a  variety  of  forms  of 
structural  panels  including  plywood, 
waferboard,  oriented  strand  board, 
structural  particleboard,  and  composite 
panels.  This  standard  is  intended  to 
serve  as  a  companicm  to  Volunttuy 
Product  Standard  PS  1-83  “Construction 
and  Industrial  IHywood." 

Dated:  April  1. 1992. 

John  W.  Lyons, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7986  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNa  CODE  H10-1S4I 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Gulf  of  Mexico  Fishery  Management 
Council;  Public  Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  (NMFS)  NOAA,  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  Public  Meeting; 
request  for  comments. 

summary:  The  Gulf  of  Mexico  Fishery 
Management  Coimcil  (Council]  will 
convene  a  public  hearing  to  hear  public 
testimony  on  Draft  Amendment  3  to  the 
Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the  Red 
Drum  Fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
which  includes  a  firameworic  procedure 
modification  providing  that  stock 
assessments,  panel  reports,  and  total 
allowable  catch  setting  actions  be  done 
every  two  years,  unless  otherwise 
agreed  upon  by  the  Council  and 
Regional  Director. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  by  May  4, 1992.  See 
“SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION"  for 
date,  time,  and  location  of  the  hearing. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayne  E.  Swingle,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
Fishery  Management  Council,  813-228- 
2815. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  sent  to  Wayne  E.  Swingle,  Gulf  of 
Mexico  Fishery  Management  Council, 
5401  West  Kennedy  Boulevard,  suite 
331,  Tampa.  FL  33609. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
public  hearing  will  begin  at  7  p.m.,  and 
adjourn  at  10  p.m.  loc^  time,  on 
Monday.  April  6, 1992.  The  hearing  will 
be  held  at  ffie  Royal  d'Iberville  Hotel, 
1980  Beach  Boulevard,  U.S.  Highway  90. 
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Biloxi,  Mississippi,  30531  (telephone: 
601-888-661(9. 

Dated:  April },  1992. 

David  8.  Crestin, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8063  Filed  4-3-92;  12:31  pm] 
BILLING  COOC  3S1»-2»4i 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Adjustment  of  an  Import  Umlt  for 
Certain  Cotton  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textile  Produete  Produced  or 
Manufactured  in  the  Philippines 

April  2, 1992. 

agency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Tmctile  Agreements 
ICITA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  rediuung  a 
limit. 


EFFECnVE  date:  April  9, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORSMTION  CONTACT: 

Kim-Bang  Nguyen,  IntemationaL  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
(202)  377-4212.  For  information  on  the 
quota  status  of  this  limit,  refer  to  the 
^ota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  535-6733.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  377-«ri5. 

SUPPUEMENTARV  WFORIIATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11961  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1854). 

The  current  hmit  for  Categories  359- 
C/659-C  is  being  reduced  to  account  for 
carryforward  used  during  die  previous 
agreement  period. 

A  description  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION:  Textile  and  Apparel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  56  FR  60101, 
published  on  November  27, 1991).  Also 
see  Sff  FR  2712,  published  on  January  23, 
1992. 

The  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  and  the  actions  taken  pursuant 
to  it  are  not  designed  to  implement  all  of 
the  provisions  of  the  bilatma) 
agreement,  but  are  designed  to  araist 


only  in  the  implementation  of  certain  of 
its  provisions. 

Auggie  D.  TantilkK 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  TaxtUe 

Agreements 

April  Z,  1992. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner  This  directive  amends, 
but  does  not  cancel  the  directive  issued  to 
you  on  January  14, 1992,  by  the  Chairman, 
Committee  for  the  hnplementetioR  of  Textile 
Agreements.  That  (hrmtivs  concerns  imports 
of  certain  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  6i>er 
textiles  and  textile  products  and  silk  blend 
and  other  vegetable  fiber  apparel  produced 
or  manufactured  in  the  Philippines  and 
exported  during  the  twelve-month  period 
which  began  on  Jamiary  1, 1992  and  extends 
through  December  31, 1992. 

Effective  on  April  9, 1992,  you  are  dkected 
to  amend  die  Jaxmary  14, 1992  directive  to 
reduce  die  limit  fw  ^tegories  359>-C/656-C  * 
to  6(X),060  kilograms  *,  as  provided  under  the 
terms  of  the  current  bilateral  textile 
agreement  between  the  Covenunents  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Philippines. 

The  Conunittee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that  this 
.  action  falls  within  die  forei^  affairs 
exception  to  the  rulemaking  provimons  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(al(l). 

Sincerely, 

Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8097  Filed  4-7-^  8:45  am] 
■LUNQ  CODE  asie-on-F 


Amendment  Of  Import  Lhmite  for 
Certain  Wool  Textile  Products 
Produced  or  Manufactured  in  Romania 

April  2, 1992. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Impimnentation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(CTTA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  ta  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  increasing 
limits. 

VFECnVE  date:  April  9, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Naomi  Freeman,  International  lYade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 


>  The  limit  has  not  been  adjusted  to  account  for 
any  imports  exported  after  Deewnber  a.  1881. 

*  Category  359-C:  only  HTS  numbers  6103.42.2025, 
0103.49.3034.  ei04.62.102a  6104S9L30ia  «14.20e048. 
eil4.20.00S2.  6203.42.2010.  e203.42.20ea  e204.B2.20ia 
e211.32e0ia  6211.32.002s  and  e211.42.0eU);  Category 
eSS-C:  only  HTS  numbers  6103.23^055.  ei03.43.202a 
0103.43.2025..  eiO3.4e.2OOa  0103.48^036,  6104.63.102a 
6i04.e3.i03a  6io4.ee.iooo.  e104.e8.3014, 6114.303044. 
6114.30.3054,  0203.43.2010  0203.43.2090.  0203.49.1010 
6203.48.ioeo.  6204.e8.iina  ozoesaioia  62iai(Mois, 
6211.300010  e211.3».0017  and  6211.43.0010 


(202)  377-4212.  For  information  on  the 
quota  status  of  these  limits,  refer  to  the 
^ota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  566-5810.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openmgs,  call 
(202)377-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agrienhnral  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1854). 

The  Government  of  the  United  States 
agreed  to  convert  the  current  designated 
consultation  levels  for  Categories  442 
and  448  to  specific  limits  at  amended 
levels. 

A  descr4>tion  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  m  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION:  Textile  and  Apparel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Regjstac  notice  56  FR  60101, 
published  on  November  27, 1991).  Also 
see  56  FR  63496,  pubMshed  on  December 
4,1991. 

The  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  and  tihe  actions  taken  pursuant 
to  it  ace  not  designed  to  implement  all  of 
the  provisions  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  but  are  designed  to  assist 
o^y  in  the  implementation  of  cmlain  of 
its  provisions. 

Auggie  D.  TantiUo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreements 

April  2, 1992. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Departmartof  the  Treasury,  Washington,  DC 
20229 

Dear  Commissioner;  This  directive  amends, 
but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive  issued  to 
]K)u  on  November  27, 1991,  by  the  Chairman, 
Committee  for  tiie  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreranents.  That  dirrotive  concerns  imports 
of  certain  cotton,  wool,  man-made  fiber,  silk 
blend  and,  other  vegetable  fiber  textiles  and 
textile  producta,  pi^uced  at  manufoctured  in 
Romania  md  exported  daring  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  January  1, 1992 
and  extends  through  December  31, 1992. 

Effective  on  Ap^  9, 1992.  you  are  directed 
to  amend  the  directive  dated  November  27, 
1991  to  increase  tiie  limits  for  the  following 
categories: 


Category 

Adjusted  twetwe.month 
kmil ' 

Subleveis  in  Group  III 

tAO  . 

9,626  dozen. 

AAR  . 

6,200  dozen. 

1  The  Nfuits  have  not  been  adjusted  to  account  tor 
any  imports  exported  after  December  31, 1991. 
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The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that 
these  actions  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8006  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
BILtma  CODE  SSIO-OR-F 


COMMISSION  OF  FINE  ARTS 
Meeting 

The  Commission  of  Fine  Arts’  next 
meeting  is  scheduled  for  16  April  1992  at 
10  a.m.  in  the  Commission’s  offices  in 
the  Pension  building,  suite  312,  Judiciary 
Square,  441  F  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20001  to  discuss  various  projects 
affecting  the  appearance  of  Washington, 
DC.  including  buildings,  memorials, 
parks,  etc.;  also  matters  of  design 
referred  by  other  agencies  of  the 
government. 

Inquiries  regarding  the  agenda  and 
requests  to  submit  written  or  oral 
statements  should  be  addressed  to 
Charles  H.  Atherton,  Secretary, 
Commission  of  Fine  Arts,  at  the  above 
address  or  call  the  above  number. 

Dated  in  Washington,  DC,  March  30, 1992. 
Charles  H.  Atherton, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8041  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  6330-01-M 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Regulatory  Coordination  Advisory 
Committee;  Meeting 

This  is  to  give  notice,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  app.  2,  section 
10(a)  and  41  CFR  101-6.1015(b),  that  the 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission’s  Regulatory  Coordination 
Advisory  Committee  will  conduct  a 
public  meeting  in  the  new  Hearing  Room 
at  the  Commission’s  Washington,  DC 
headquarters  located  at  level  B-1,  2033 
K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20581, 
on  Wednesday,  April  22, 1992,  beginning 
at  1:30  p.m.  and  lasting  until  5  p.m.  The 
agenda  will  consist  of: 

AGENDA 

1.  Report  on  Risk-Based  Capital  from 
the  Working  Group  on  International 
Competitiveness  and  CFTC  Staff. 

2.  Report  from  the  Working  Group  on 
Clearance  and  Settlement  regarding 
netting  opportunities  across  domestic 
markets. 


3.  Reports  from  CFTC  staff  on  earlier 
initiatives: 

a.  Large  Trader  Reporting. 

b.  Allocation  of  Trades  and  the 
Average  Price  System  Proposal. 

c.  Risk  Disclosure. 

4.  Excellence  2000. 

5.  Follow-Up  on  issues  discussed  at 
earlier  Committee  meetings. 

6.  Other  issues  for  Committee 
consideration;  timing  of  next  meeting; 
other  Committee  business. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
solicit  the  views  of  the  Committee  on 
the  agenda  matters  listed  above.  The 
Advisory  Committee  was  created  by  the 
Commoffity  Futures  Trading 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  advising 
the  Commission  on  ways  to  improve 
coordination  and  to  facilitate  cross 
market  transactions,  including  cross 
border  transactions.  The  purposes  and 
objectives  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
are  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  April  16, 
1990  Charter  of  the  Advisory  Committee. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  ffie  Advisory  Committee, 
Chairman  Wendy  L.  Gramm,  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  her  judgment, 
faciUtate  the  orderly  conduct  of 
business.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  ffle  a  written  statement  with 
the  Advisory  Committee  should  mail  a 
copy  of  the  statement  to  the  attention  of: 
The  Commodity  Futures  Trading  / 
Commission  Regulatory  Coordination 
Advisory  Committee,  c/o  Ms.  Kate 
Hathaway  or  Mr.  Robert  Zwirb, 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20581,  before  this 
meeting.  Members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  make  oral  statements  should 
inform  Ms.  Hathaway  or  Mr.  Zwirb  in 
writing  at  the  foregoing  address  at  least 
three  business  days  before  this  meeting. 
Reasonable  provision  will  be  made,  if 
time  permits,  for  an  oral  presentation  of 
no  more  than  five  minutes  each  in 
duration. 

Issued  in  the  Commission  in  Washington, 
DC,  on  April  6, 1992. 

Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8276  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
WLUNO  CODE  S351-01-« 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Army 
Open  Meeting 

aqency:  Armed  Forces  Epidemiological 
Board,  DOD. 

action:  Notice  of  open  meeting. 


1.  In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-462)  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  committee  meeting; 
NAME  OF  THE  COMMITTEE:  Armed  Forces 
Epidemiological  Board,  DOD. 

DATE  OF  THE  MEETING:  14-15  May  1992. 

time:  0800-1600. 

PLACE:  Breezey  Point  Naval  Air  Station, 
Norfolk,  Virginia. 

PROPOSED  agenda: 

14  May  1992-Service  preventive 
medicine  reports,  risk  profiles  for  setting 
research  priorities,  occupational 
databases. 

15  May  1992-Epidemiological 
investigations. 

2.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  but  limited  by  space 
accommodations.  Any  interested  person 
may  attend,  appear  before  or  file 
statements  with  the  committee  at  the 
time  and  in  the  manner  permitted  by  the 
committee.  Interested  persons  wishing 
to  participate  should  advise  the 
Executive  Secretary,  AFEB,  Skyline  Six, 
5109  Leesburg  Pike,  room  667,  Falls 
Church,  VA  22041-3258. 

Kenneth  L.  Denton, 

Army  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8236  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3710-0e-M 


Army  Science  Board;  Closed  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-463),  fumouncement  is  made 
of  the  following  Committee  Meeting: 

Name  of  the  Committee:  Army  Science 
Board  (ASB). 

Dates /Time  of  Meeting:  21-22  April  1992. 

Time:  0800-1700  hours  daily. 

Place:  Ft  Monroe,  Virginia. 

Agenda:  Members  of  the  1992  ASB  Summer 
Study,  “C2  on  the  Move”  will  meet  to 
continue  woric  on  the  study.  The  purpose  of 
this  Classified  meeting  is  directed  to 
interviews  with  commanders  who 
participated  in  Desert  Storm  and  Just  Cause, 
in-brief  with  the  Commander  of  TRADOC, 
and  discussions  concerning  on-going  efforts 
to  improve  shortfalls  in  the  near  term  C20TM 
requirements.  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public  in  accordance  with  section  552b(c) 
of  title  5,  U.S.C,,  specifically  subparagraph  (1) 
thereof,  and  title  5,  U.S.C.,  appendix  2, 
subsection  10(d).  The  classified  and 
unclassified  matters  to  be  discussed  are  so 
inextricably  intertwined  so  as  to  preclude 
opening  any  portion  of  the  meeting.  The  ASB 
Administrative  Officer,  Sally  Warner,  may  be 
contacted  for  further  information  at  (703)  695- 
0781/0782. 

Sally  A.  Warner, 

Administrative  Officer,  Army  Science  Board, 
[FR  Doc.  92-8122  Filed  4-3-92;  4:43  pm] 

BILUNQ  CODE  S710-0S-M 
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Army  Sdenc*  Board;  Ckwed  liaeting 

In  accordance  with  section  lQ(a)(2}  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
Pub.  Law.  92-463],  announcement  ia 
made  of  the  following  Committee 
Meting: 

Name  of  Ae  Committee:  Army  Science 
Board  (ASB). 

Dates/Time  of  Meeting:  20  April  1992. 

Time:  0900-1^  hours. 

Place:  Pentagon,  Washington.  DC. 

The  Army  Science  Board  Systems  Issue 
Group  on  Liquid  Propellant  Advanced  Field 
Artillery  System  Follow-on  will  meet  with 
government  and  contractor  representatives  to 
discuss  results  of  the  test  hrin^  at  Yuma 
Proving  Grounds,  review  pressure  oscillation 
analysis,  and  discuss  the  latest  design  of  the 
Regenerative  Liquid  Propellant  Gun.  This 
meeting  wiU  be  closed  to  the  public  in 
accordance  widi  section  552b{c)  of  title  5, 
U.S.C.,  specihcally  subparagr^h  (1]  and  [4] 
thereof,  and  title  5,  U.S.C.,  appendix,  2, 
subsection  10(d).  The  classified,  proprietary, 
and  unclassified  matters  to  be  discussed  are 
so  inextricably  intertwined  so  as  to  prednde 
opening  any  portion  of  the  meeting.  The  ASB 
Administrative  officer,  Sally  Warner,  may  be 
contacted  for  further  information  at  (703)  696- 
0781-0782. 

Sally  A.  Warner 

Administrative  Officer,  Army  Science  Board. 
[FR  Doe.  92-«2S  Filed  4-3-92;  4:43  pm) 

MLUNQ  CODE  S71O-0S-II 


Introduction  of  Now  Lottor  of  Intent 
(LOI>Form 

agency:  Military  Traffic  Management 
Command,  Department  of  the  Army, 
DOD. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  to  Inform  all 
Department  of  Defense  (DOD)-approved 
domestic  and  international  hmiseliold 
goods  and  unaccompanied  baggage 
carriers  of  the  introduction  of  a  new 
Letter  of  Intent  form  by  the  Military 
Traffic  Management  Command 
(MTMC);  Directorate  of  Personal 
Property  (MTPP).  This  form  will  be 
implemented  on  May  1, 1992,  and  will  be 
used  for  all  new  LOIs  and  for 
replacement  of  existing  LCNs,  whenever 
corrections  or  updates  are  required.  All 
LOIs  currently  on  ffie  need  not  be 
replaced  until  an  update  is  necessary. 

This  form  has  been  developed  with 
automation  in  mind.  It  may  t«  entered 
into  your  computer  for  ease  of  changmg 
informatfon.  which  will  be  helpful  whM 
replacing^  LOla  at  iBstaUatkms.  If  yoa 
enter  it  mto  your  computer,  il  mast 
contain  all  the  data  pfoi«{d^  ks  the 
form,  in  the  exact  format. 

MTMC  will  issaa  copies  aad 
instructions  toDOD-epprawedi  cairkssL 


FOR  FURTMIR IMFORMATIOM  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Rosmarie  F.  Guzzardo  or  Ms.  Sylvia 
Walker  at  (7(»)  756-1190. 

Kenneth  L.  Dentm, 

Army  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doa  82-7963  Filed  4-7-82;  8:45  am) 
MLUNQ  coos  37ie-«e-M 


Directorate  of  Personnel  Property 
Performance 

agency:  Kfilitary  Traffic  Management 
Command,  Department  of  the  Army, 

DOD. 

ACTION:  Notice,  Directorate  of  Persormel 
Property  Performance  Bond  Policy. 

summary:  The  Military  Traffic 
Management  Command’s  (MTMC) 
qualification  standard  for  carriers  to 
pcuiicipate  in  the  international 
movement  of  household  goods  and 
unaccompanied  baggage  shipment 
services  includes  a  requirement  that  a 
carrier  place  a  continuous  performance 
bond  on  file  widi  MTMC.  The  minimum 
amount  of  the  bond  is  currently  $100,000 
or  2.5  percent  of  the  carrier’s  gross 
annual  revenue  derived  from  the 
preceding  year's  Department  of  Defense 
(DOD)  international  shipments, 
whichever  is  more.  The  purpose  of  the 
performance  bond  requirement  is  to 
protect  die  DOD’s  interests  against 
shipments  becoming  finstiated  or 
delayed  prior  to  delivery  to  the  member. 
The  bond  requirement  is  set  forth  in 
DOD  4500.34UL  dated  October  19, 1961. 
appendix  A  paragraidi  13.11. 

Recendy.  requests  have  been  received 
from  carriers  to  release  performance 
bonds  on  file  with  MTMC  Therefore, 
MTMC  intends  to  knplement  the 
following  procedures  for  releasing  a 
crarier’s  performance  boiuL  Carriers 
wishing  to  have  their  performance  bond 
released  by  MTMC  must  conform  to  the 
conditions  and  policies  prescribed 
below: 

1.  Release  of  Petfiwmaiice  Bond  PoBcy — 
General 

a.  Carriers  must  submit  a  written 
request  to  Headquart^s,  Military  Traffic 
Management  Command  (HQMTMC). 
Krectorate  of  Personnel  Ptroperty.  Rate 
Acquisition  Division  ^ilTPP-CA).  for  the 
return  of  either  perfomance  bond  type 
listed  below.  The  request  must  provi^  a 
reason  why  the  bond  needs 
returned  and  be  accrnirqianied  by  a 
intinfl  nf  ihiiimrnii  whirhi  irs  in  Itif 
casrier’a  paaacaakw  or  coBtroL  Any 
^ipment  not  ddiieezcd  ts  the  meabesr  or 
member’s  desigpaAedi  agent  is 
considered  to  behsthecaiiiei's 
possession  ar  ooWtidL  If  DS  shipmesis 


are  ra  die  carrier’s  possession  or  control, 
die  request  must  so  state. 

b.  It  is  MTMC’s  policy  performance 
bonds  win  not  be  released  until  all 
shipment  services  and  final  delivery  to 
the  member  have  been  completed.  This 
constitutes  final  performance  by  the 
carrier.  Shipments  in  storage-in-transit 
(SIT)  at  the  destination  are  considered 
in-transit  and  do  not  meet  the  final 
delivery  or  complete  performance 
standard  stated  above.  The  following 
policies  apply  for  the  release  of  bonds 
based  on  tito  type  of  bond  the  carrier 
has  on  file. 

c.  11118  policy  applies  to  active 
carriers  (DOD-approved)  and  inactive 
carriers  (carriers  in  a  nonuse  status, 
disqualified,  but  retaining  DOD 
approval;  and  carries  voluntarily 
withdrawn  fiom  the  program,  but  udio 
have  agreed  to  onward  movement  of 
shipments  to  final  destination). 

2,  Annual  Puformance  Bond  Release 
Procedures 

Active  Carriers 

(1)  Carriers  wishing  return  of  the  last 
Annual  Performance  Bond  may  have  the 
bond  returned  to  them  (or  their  surety 
company,  at  their  request)  only  if  all 
shipments  have  been  delivered  to  the 
member.  Shipments  in  the  pipeline  and/ 
or  in  SIT  wiU  remain  subject  to  coverage 
under  the  bond  until  delivery  is 
complete. 

(2)  If  there  are  still  undelivered 
shipments  (v  shipments  in  Sfl,  the 
carrier  may  obtain  a  rider  from  its 
surety  company  to  apply  those 
shipments  to  tiie  continuous 
performance  bond  on  file  with  MTMC, 
changing  the  elective  date  of  the 
continuous  bond  to  the  pickup  date  of 
the  oldest  undelivered  shipment.  After 
the  rider  is  attached  to  the  continuous 
bond,  the  Annual  Performance  Bond 
may  be  returned  to  the  carrier  (or  surety 
company). 

(3)  For  shipments  m  the  pipeline  or 
SIT,  the  carrier  must  submit  a  list  of  aU 
shipments  to  include  Govenunent  Bill  of 
Lading  number,  member’s  name,  rank« 
Social  Security  Number,  pickup  date  of 
slupment  responsible  destination 
personal  property  shipping  office,  and 
status. 

b.  Inactive  Carriers 

{!)  Parags^ibs  a.(l)-(3)  appfy. 

f2)  If  the  carrier  does  not  have  a 
continuous  bwid  Oft  file,  tiievaivaof  the 
Annual  Performanca  Bond  may  be 
reduced  to  cover  the  costa  of  delivering 
ovtstanding  shipments.  A  reduction  fo 
bond's  vafoe  most  be  agreed  to  by 
Ac  carrier  and  surety.  Based  on  the 
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listing  of  outstanding  shipments.  MTMC 
will  determine  a  dollar  value  of  the  new 
bond.  In  this  case,  a  rider  from  the 
surety  company  must  be  affixed  to  the 
bond.  The  bond  will  remain  a  part  of  the 
carrier’s  hie  imtil  all  shipments  are 
delivered. 

3.  Continuous  Performance  Bond 
Release  Procedures 

a.  Active  Carriers  (DOD-Approved 
Carriers) 

Carriers  wishing  return  of  the 
continuous  performance  bond  may  have 
the  bond  rehmied  to  them  (or  their 
surety  company,  at  their  request)  only  if 
all  shipments  have  been  delivered  to  the 
service  members.  Shipments  in  the 
pipeline  and/or  in  SIT  will  remain 
subject  to  coverage  under  the  bond  until 
delivery  is  complete. 

b.  Inactive  Carriers  (DOD-Approved 
Carriers  in  Nonuse  Status:  Disqualified, 
but  Retain  DOD  Approval:  Voluntarily 
Withdrawn  From  the  Program  but 
Agreed  to  Onward  Movement  of 
Shipments  to  Final  Destination) 

MTMC  will  consider  reducing  the 
value  of  the  bond  to  cover  the  costs  of 
delivering  outstanding  shipments.  A 
reduction  in  the  bond’s  value  must  be 
agreed  to  by  the  carrier  and  surety.  In 
this  case,  a  rider  from  the  surety 
company  must  be  affixed  to  the  bond. 

For  shipments  in  the  pipeline  or  SIT, 
the  carrier  must  submit  a  list  of  all 
shipments  to  include  Government  Bill  of 
Lading  number,  member’s  name,  rank. 
Social  Security  Number,  pickup  date  of 
shipment,  responsible  destination 
personal  property  shipping  office,  and 
status. 

The  bond  will  remain  a  part  of  the 
carrier’s  file  imtil  all  shipments  are 
delivered. 

DATES:  Comments  are  requested  by  May 
8,1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Rosemarie  F.  Guzzardo  or  Ms. 

Sylvia  Walker  at  (703)  758-1190. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to: 
Headquarters,  Military  Traffic 
Management  Command,  Attn:  MTPP- 
CA  (Ms.  Guzzardo  or  Ms.  Walker),  room 
408,  5611  Columbia  Pike,  Falls  Church, 
VA  22041-5050. 

Kenneth  L.  Denton, 

Army  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7964  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BNJJNQ  CODE  STICMM-M 


Availability  of  Patent  Licenses 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Army  Laboratory 
Command,  Department  of  the  Army, 
DOD. 


action:  Notice  of  Availability  for  non¬ 
exclusive,  exclusive,  or  partially 
exclusive  licensing  of  U.S.  Patents 
concerning  Spread  Spectrum 
Multiplexed  Noise  Codes. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  37  CFR 
404.8,  announcement  is  made  of  the 
availability  of  U.S.  Patent  Numbers: 

3,947.674  4.431,999  4,527,276 

3,955,197  4,434,505  4,529,963 

4,027.264  4.455.662  4,580,141 

4,032.884  4,457,007  4,617,570 

4.245,320  4,400,992  4,638.318 

4,275,397  4,498,083 

4,381,886  4,500,883 

for  licensing.  ’These  patents  have  been 
assigned  to  the  United  States  of 
America  as  represented  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  Washington,  DC. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  William  H.  Anerson,  United  States 
Army  Communications-Electronics 
Command,  Attn:  AMSEL-LG-L,  Fort 
Monmouth,  New  Jersey  07703-5000,  (908) 
532-4112. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
patents  concern  spread  spectrum 
multiplexed  noise  codes  and  methods  to 
eliminate  interference  of  the  same. 

These  codes  are  formed  with  mate  code 
pairs  which  when  orthogonally 
multiplexed,  transmitted,  and  detected 
in  a  matched  filter  possess  an  impulse 
autocorrelation  function,  meaning  they 
compress  to  a  single  impulse  containing 
no  sidelobes.  Generally,  the  noise  codes 
£U‘e  comprised  of  binary  digital  noise 
codes  which  compress  to  a  code  bit 
width  of 

By  utilizing  these  multiplexed  noise 
codes,  simplex  and  duplex  wireless  data 
transmission  may  be  accomplished  with 
no  interference.  Further,  these  codes 
may  be  used  in  multiple  access 
communication  systems  wherein  each 
user  may  be  assigned  a  different  unique 
noise  code  pair  consisting  of  code  mate 
pairs  that  are  selected  from  a  subset  of 
multiplexed  noise  codes  whose  cross¬ 
correlation  function  value  is  equal  to 
zero  at  a  time  when  all  the  code  mate 
pairs  compress  to  a  single  impulse  with 
no  sidelobes.  Therefore,  several  million 
users  may  exist  in  any  one  local 
transmission  area. 

Nulling  and  lobeless  antenna  arrays 
are  also  covered. 

Under  the  authority  of  Section  11(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Technology  'Transfer  Act 
of  1986  (Public  Law  99-502)  and  section 
207  of  title  35,  United  States  Code,  the 
Department  of  the  Army  as  represented 
by  the  United  States  Army 
Communications-Electronics  Command 
wishes  to  license  the  above-mentioned 
United  States  Patents  in  a  non¬ 
exclusive,  exclusive  or  partially 
exclusive  manner  to  any  party 
interested  in  manufacturing  and  selling 


devices  covered  by  the  above- 
mentioned  patents. 

Kenneth  L.  Denton, 

Army  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.  92-7904  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BHXma  CODE  37io-oe-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Transmittal  of  Monitored  Retrievable 
Storage  (MRS)  Facility  Annotated 
Outline  Skeleton  Text  for  the 
Preparation  of  a  License  Application 
to  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC) 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice 

summary:  ’The  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  transmitted  the  MRS  Annotated 
Outline  Skeleton  Text  for  the 
Preparation  of  a  License  Application  to 
the  NRC  for  information  and  guidance 
on  March  31, 1992.  The  annotated 
outline  process  will  be  the  basis  for 
developing  a  license  application,  if  any, 
for  the  MRS  program.  *1110  annotated 
outline  process  will  be  iterative,  with 
revisions  to  be  developed  in 
consultation  with  the  NRC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT.  To 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  annotated  outline, 
contact  Priscilla  Bunton,  RW-331,  Office 
of  Civilian  Redioactive  Waste 
Management,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  1000  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20585,  (202)  586-8365. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  April  2, 1992. 
John  W.  Bartlett, 

Director,  Office  of  Civilian  Radioactive 

Waste  Management 

[FR  Doc.  92-8079  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


Amendment  to  Solicitation  Number 
DE-PS01-91RW00231  Entitled  Assess 
the  Feasibility  of  Siting  a  Monitored 
Retrievable  Storage  (MRS)  Facility. 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Amended  notice  of  availability. 

summary:  On  June  5, 1991,  the 
Department  of  Energy  published  a  notice 
of  availability  of  a  restricted  eligibility 
solicitation  for  conduct  of  feasibility 
studies  for  the  siting  of  a  Monitored 
Retrievable  Storage  (MRS)  facility.  56 
FR  25674. 

On  August  30, 1991,  the  Department  of 
Energy  published  art  amendment  to  the 
restricted  eligibilty  solicitation.  56  FR 
43006. 

On  December  31, 1991,  The 
Department  of  Energy  published  a 
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second  amendment  to  the  restricted 
eligibility  solicitation  56  FR  67604.  A 
third  amendment  was  issued  o 
December  31, 1991. 

The  Department  of  Energy  hereby 
announces  a  fourth  amenctoent  to  the 
restricted  eligibility  solicitation 
extending  the  closing  dates  for  Phase  1 
and  Phase  2  grant  applications.  The 
solicitation  is  now  available  inviting  the 
submission  by  eligible  States,  Indian 
tribes,  and  affected  units  of  local 
government  of  applications  for  financial 
assistance.  Executive  Order  12372, 
Intergovermnental  Review  of  Federal 
Programs,  as  implemented  by  10  CFR 
1005,  applies  to  this  program. 

Those  who  have  previously  requested 
copies  of  the  solicitation  will  be  sent 
copies  of  the  amendment  to  the 
solicitation.  Requests  for  copies  of  the 
solicitation  and  amendments  must  be  in 
writing  to  the  address  shown  below. 
DATES:  This  amendment  extends  the 
closing  date  to  June  30, 1992  for  Phase  1 
grants  and  September  30, 1992  for  Phase 
2  grants. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Ofiice  of 
Placement  and  Administration,  Attn:  Mr. 
Nick  Graham,  PR-322.1, 1000 
Independence  Ave.,  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20585. 

Thomas  S.  Keefe, 

Director,  Operations  Division  “B"  Office  of 
Placement  and  Administration, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8078  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Rnanclai  Assistance  Award 
(Cooperative  Agreement) 

agency:  doe.  Rocky  Flats  Ofiice. 
action:  Notice  of  acceptance  of  an 
unsolicited  financial  assistance 
application  for  a  cooperative  agreement 
award. 

SUMMARY:  Based  on  a  determination 
made  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  600.14, 
the  Department  of  Energy'  (DOE),  Rocky 
Flats  Office  (RFO),  gives  notice  of  its 
plan  to  enter  into  a  Cooperative 
Agreement  with  the  American  Welding 
Society  (AWS),  Miami,  Florida.  DOE  . 
will  be  assisted  in  implementing  this 
Agreement  by  EG&G,  Rocky  Flats,  Inc. 
The  pending  award  is  in  response  to  an 
imsolicited  application  submitted  by 
AWS  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a 
national  Precision  Joining  Center  (PJC) 
in  support  of  the  Technology 
Commercialization  Initiative  authorized 
by  DOE  Defense  Programs,  Technology 
Transfer  Division. 

The  PJC  will  be  established  in  the 
metro  Denver  area,  and  ofi-site 
instruction  will  also  be  provided  at 


manufacturing  plants.  This  venture  will 
teach  advanced  precision  joining 
techniques  to  welding  technicians  fi'om 
U.S.  manufacturing  companies  and  U.S. 
government  agency  facilities  and 
disseminate  DOE  Nuclear  Weapons 
Complex  joining  technology  to  public 
and  private  sectors  throu^  direct 
transfer  and  collaborative  development. 

DOE  will  provide  funding  of 
approximately  $2.2  million  over  a  3-year 
period.  Cost  sharing  by  AWS, 
consignment  of  equipment  from 
industries,  and  student  tuition  will 
provide  the  balance  of  resources 
required.  It  is  anticipated  that  student 
tuition  and/or  alternative  funding  will 
enable  the  Center  to  become  self- 
sufficient  within  3  years. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Dorothy  Gross,  Contract  Specialist,  U.S. 
DOE,  Rocky  Flats  Office,  Contracts  and 
Services  Division,  P.O.  Box  928,  Golden, 
CO  80402-0928,  (303)  966-7201. 

Issued  at  Golden,  Colorado,  March  23, 

1992. 

AJH.  Pauole, 

Deputy  Manager,  Rocky  Flats  Office. 

Justification  for  Acceptance  of  an 
Unsolicited  Proposal 

Recipient:  American  Welding  Society. 
Financial  Assistance  Instrument 
Cooperative  Agreement  No.  DE- 
FC34-fl2RFO0374. 

Title:  Precision  Joining  Center. 
Value/Time:  Funds  totaling  $2,217,000  to 
be  awarded  over  a  3-year  period 
beginning  FY92. 

Funding  Source:  DOE  Defense  Programs 
Technology  Transfer  Division  (DP- 
4.1). 

It  is  reconunended  that  the  imsolicited 
application  for  federal  financial 
assistance  which  was  submitted  by  the 
American  Welding  Society  on  February 
7, 1992,  be  accepted  for  support  pursuant 
to  the  genered  evaluation  provisions  of 
the  DOE  Financial  Assistance  Rules,  10 
CFR  600.14. 

Scope  of  Work 

The  Precision  Joining  Center  (PJC),  to 
be  established  in  the  Denver  metro  area, 
will  be  a  cooperative  effort  between 
DOE  and  the  American  Welding  Society 
(AWS).  DOE  will  be  assisted  by  EG&G/ 
Rocky  Flats,  Inc.  The  program  will  train 
and  certify  welding  technicians  in 
precision  joining  techniques  and 
disseminate  DOE  Nuclear  Weapons 
Complex  (NWC)  joining  technology. 
Trainees  will  be  U.S.  industry  and 
government  agency  personnel  who  have 
completed  vocational/technical  training 
in  the  joining  area  and/or  have  a 
significant  amount  of  appropriate  joining 
experience.  The  PJC  is  a  sepcu'ate 


component  of  the  DOE  Defense 
Programs  Technology 
Commercialization  Initiative.  The 
Technical  Task  Plcm  constitutes  the 
detailed  plan  for  implementation.  $1.5 
million  has  been  budgeted  for  this 
project  in  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Overall  Merit 

The  advanced  training  ofiered  by  the 
PJC  will  benefit  both  the  NWC  and  U.S. 
industry  by  providing  a  conduit  for 
information  transfer  and  infusion  of  new 
ideas  to  stimulate  the  development  of 
advancements  in  joining  technologies. 
Since  the  PJC  will  be  equipped  with 
consigned  state-of-the-art  machines, 
participants  will  have  the  ability  to 
evaluate  recently  developed  joining 
equipment  prior  to  incorporation  into 
plans  for  future  processes.  The  resultant 
trained  and  certified  body  of  personnel 
is  needed  to  remain  competitive  in  the 
global  marketplace  of  manufacturing 
technology.  An  example  of  this  need  is 
reflected  in  the  recent  European 
Economic  Community  (EEC)  plan  to 
require  compaaies  exporting  welded 
products  to  EEC  countries  to  have 
certified  welding  personnel  on  their 
stafi. 

Objectives  and  Probability  of 
AcUevement 

The  objectives  of  the  PJC  are:  (1)  To 
teach  advanced  precision  joining 
techniques  to  joining  technicians  from 
U.S.  manufacturing  companies  and  U.S. 
government  agency  facilities,  (2)  to 
transfer  DOE/NWC  joining  technology 
to  the  public  and  private  sectors,  and  (3)« 
to  enhance  cooperative  development  of 
new  precision  joining  technologies. 

The  potential  for  achieving  all 
objectives  through  support  provided  by 
the  Cooperative  Agreement  is  high.  U.S. 
industry  recognizes  the  need  for  more 
skilled  joining  technicians.  The  NWC  is 
considered  by  some  authorities  to 
possess  precision  joining  capabilities 
which  are  unequaled.  EG&G/RF  can 
provide  an  interface  with  close  relation 
to  a  production  environment  and  a  good 
understtmding  of  industrial  needs.  AWS 
supplements  these  attributes  with  their 
own  well-established  relationship  with 
the  joining  industry  and  their  special 
qualifications  described  below. 

Special  Techniques  Available  From 
AWS 

AWS  has  the  unique  domestic 
capability  to  administer  the  PJC  because 
it  is  the  only  organization  associated 
with  welding  and  joining  technology 
that  currently  provides  recognized 
operator  certffication.  In  adffition,  AWS 
is  the  only  organization  with  the 
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following  combination  of  necessary 
attributes: 

AWS  is  organized  with  a  major 
emphasis  on  education.  This  provides 
the  PJC  with  the  experience  and 
infrastructure  to  present  training  courses 
at  customer  facilities/industrial  plants. 

AWS  has  non-profit,  501(c)(3),  status, 
ensuring  the  most  efficient  utilization  of 
federal  funds. 

AWS  provides  the  most  extensive 
communication  networic  in  the  welding 
and  joining  industry.  The  AWS  Welding 
Joiunal  is  received  by  approximately 
45,000  technical  personnel,  and  the 
presence  of  AWS  provides  instant 
recognition  to  the  PJC  within  the 
welding  and  joining  industry. 

Qualification  of  Key  Personnel 

The  achievement  of  the  project 
objectives  is  based  on  the  commitment 
of  AWS.  DOE.  and  EG&G/RF.  No  key 
personnel  have  been  identified. 

Determination 

Based  on  the  evaluation  of  the 
unsolicited  proposal  as  set  forth  above, 
it  is  determined  that  the  proposed 
project  for  achievement  of  the  DOE 
enhanced  technology  transfer  initiative 
is  meritorious  and  represents  an 
innovative  approadi  which  is  not 
eligible  for  financial  assistance  under 
current  or  planned  solicitations. 

Dated  March  13. 1992. 

Prepared  by. 

Robert  R.  Reece, 

Chief,  Weapma  Prognuns/Manufacturing 
Management  Branch,  Project  Officer. 

Recommend  Approval: 

Dated  February  21, 1992. 

Jerri  J.  Adams, 

Director,  Contracts  and  Services  Division, 
Contracting  Officer. 

Approved 

Dated  Mardi  20, 1992. 

A.H.  Pauole. 

Deputy  Manager,  Rocky  Flats  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  92-9080  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  MSO-OIHI 


Noncompetitive  Financial  Assistance 
Award  to  the  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Co. 

agency:  Department  of  Energy, 
Albuquerque  Field  Office. 
action:  Notice  of  noncompetitive 
financial  assistance  award. 

summary:  The  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  Albuquerque  Field  Office  (AL)  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  600.7(b)(2). 
gives  notice  of  its  plans  for  award  of  a 
cooperative  agreement  to  the  Pacific 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  (PG&E), 


Research  and  Development  Department, 
San  Ramon,  California,  on  a 
noncompetitive  basis.  This  agreement 
supports  Phase  2  of  the  Photovoltaics  for 
Utility  Scale  Applications  (PVUSA) 
Project  the  objective  of  which  is  to 
bridge  the  gap  between  current 
photovoltaics  (PV)  research  and 
development  activities  and  the 
readiness  of  systems  for  broad  utility 
application  and  to  focus  on  the  transfer 
of  PV  technology  to  U.S.  utilities  for 
commercial  application. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  DOE 
has  determined  that  restriction  to  the 
PG&E  is  appropriate  based  on  the 
following  iiiformation: 

•  The  PVUSA  Project  supplements 
the  work  originally  fimded  by  the  DOE 
as  a  result  of  an  unsolicited  application 
submitted  by  the  PG&E  in  1987.  The 
PG&E  has  since  coordinated  the 
implementation  of  the  project, 
contributing  its  own  funds  as  well  as 
soliciting  additional  resources  from 
other  utility  companies  and  interested 
parties  for  the  initial  research  activities 
on  utility  sc£de  PV  applications.  The 
PG&E  has  expended  over  $13  million  for 
site  preparation  at  its  leased  site  at 
Davis,  California  and  for  installing 
photovoltaic  systems  currently  used  in 
the  project 

•  The  PG&E  and  other  utilities 
companies  and  interested  third  parties 
are  cost  sharing  approximately  50 
percent  of  the  cost  of  the  research 
project 

•  Solicitation  of  a  new  participant 
would  result  in  significant  delays  and 
increased  costs  as  the  new  participant 
would  require  the  acquisition  of  a  site 
on  which  the  project  could  be  installed, 
site  preparation,  technology  transfer, 
hardware  testing,  and  the  recruitment  of 
other  interested  parties  to  contribute 
resources  toward  this  project.  Utilities 
companies  currently  participating  in  the 
research  may  also  withdraw  from  the 
project  because  of  lack  of  confidence  in 
a  new  participant  or  doubt  about  the 
project's  timely  completion. 

libe  total  estimated  project  cost  for 
this  five-year  cooperative  agreement  is 
$23,280,000,  of  which  the  anticipated 
project  cost  to  the  Government  is 
$11,640,000.  The  distribution  and 
availability  of  funds  is  subject  to  budget 
limitations,  adequate  competition  and 
satisfactory  proposals  fiom  potential 
subcontractors,  and  results  of  research 
under  the  cooperative  agreement,  and 
may  deviate  ^m  the  above  projection. 
FOR  FURT»«R  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Susan  L  Connor,  Contracting  Officer, 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy  Albuquerque 
Field  Office,  Contracts  and  Procurement 
Division,  P.O.  Box  5400,  Albuquerque, 


NM  87185-^400.  Telephone:  (505)  845- 
4345  or  FTS  845-^5. 

Issued  in  Albuquerque.  NM.  March  18, 
1992. 

Richard  A.  Marquez, 

Assistant  Manager  for  Management  and 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8078  Filed  4-7-92:  8:45  am] 
BiUJNa  CODE  MS0-«1-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commis^on 

[Project  Nos.  2519-003,  et  aL] 

Hydroelectlic  Applications,  Central 
Maine  Power  Co. 

Tedce  notice  that  the  following 
hydroelectric  applications  have  been 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection: 

la.  Type  of  Application:  New  Major 
License. 

b.  Projects  Nos.:  2519-003. 

c.  Date  Filed:  November  13, 1991. 

d.  Applicant:  Central  Maine  Power 
Company. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  North  Gorham 
Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Presumpscot  River 
in  Cumberland  County,  Maine. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Gerald  C. 

Poulin,  Central  Maine  Power  Company, 
Edison  Drive,  Augusta.  ME  04336,  (207) 
623-3521. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Robert  Bell  (dt)  (202) 
219-2806. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  7, 1992. 

k.  Status  of  Environmental  Analysis: 
This  application  is  not  ready  for 
environmental  analysis  at  this  time — see 
attached  standard  paragraph  El. 

l.  Description  of  Project:  The  project 
as  licensed  consists  of  the  following: 

The  existing  project  consist  of: 

(1)  A  stone  masonry  and  concrete 
dam  about  1,009  feet  long,  having  from 
west  to  east,  (a)  a  non-overflow 
masonry  wall  section  about  600.5  feet 
long;  (b)  an  intake  section  about  51.5 
feet  long  and  28  feet  high  with  four  gates 
9.5  feet  wide  by  9.5  feet  high,  protected 
by  trashracks;  (c)  a  sluice  gate  section 
about  47  feet  long  with  four  submerged 
gates  4  feet  wide  by  5  feet  high;  (d)  a 
spillway  section  about  256.5  feet  long; 

(e)  a  sluice  section  about  15.5  feet  long; 
and  (f)  a  cutoff  wall  section  about  38 
feet  long; 

(2)  An  impoundment  with  gross 
storage  capacity  of  about  1,300  acre-feet 
at  elevation  221.8  feet  msl; 

(3)  Four  8  feet  diameter  steel 
penstocks  extending  approximately  50 
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to  70  feet  downstream  to  two  surge 
chambers; 

(4)  Two  surge  chambers; 

(5)  A  brick  powerhouse  about  58  feet 
wide  and  71  feet  long  with  two 
generating  units  each  1,125-kW  of 
capacity; 

(6)  A  tailrace; 

(7)  A  transformer  house; 

(8)  A  switch  house;  and 

(9)  Appurtenant  facilities. 

m.  Purpose  of  Project  Project  power 
would  be  utilized  by  the  applicant  for 
sale  to  its  customers. 

n.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  Bl  and 
El. 

o.  Available  Location  of  Application: 
A  copy  of  the  application,  as  amended 
and  supplemented,  is  available  for 
inspection  and  reproduction  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  and 
Files  Maintenance  Bremch,  located  at 
941  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  room  3104, 
Washington,  DC,  20426,  or  by  calling 
(202)  208-1371.  A  copy  is  also  available 
for  inspection  and  reproduction  at 
Central  Maine  Power  Company  34 
Anthony  Avenue,  Augusta,  ME  04330 
(207)  623-3521. 

2a.  Type  of  Application:  Amendment 
of  License. 

b.  Project  No:  2809-008. 

c.  Date  Filed:  January  6, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  Consolidated  Hydro 
Maine,  Inc. 

e.  Name  of  Project  American  Tissue. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Cobbosseecontee 
Stream,  within  the  Town  of  Gardiner, 
Kennebec  County,  Maine. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  Wayne  E, 
Nelson,  Director,  Environmental  Affairs, 
Consolidated  Hydro  Maine,  Inc.,  R.R. 

#2,  Box  690H,  Industrial  Avenue, 
Sanford,  ME  04073,  (207)  490-1980. 

i.  FERC  Contact  Paul  Shannon,  (202) 
219-2866. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  4, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Amendment 
-  Consolidated  Hytffo  Maine,  Inc. 

proposes  to  amend  the  project 
description  and  exhibits  K  and  L  of  their 
license  to  show  the  inclusion  of  one- 
foot-high  flashboards  on  the  spillway 
crest  of  the  dam.  The  flashboards  were 
installed  in  1987  to  obtain  the  24  feet  of 
head  at  the  dam  authorized  in  the  Order 
Issuing  License,  7  FERC  1 61,146,  issued 
May  9, 1979. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  B,  C, 
and  D2. 

3a.  Type  of  Application:  Amendment 
of  License. 

b.  Project  No:  8396-015. 

c.  Date  Filed:  November  29, 1991. 


d.  Applicant  Great  Bear  Hydropower, 
Inc. 

e.  Name  of  Project  Columbia  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Paulins  Kill  in 
Knowlton  Township,  Warren  Coimty, 
New  Jersey. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  'Terence 
McDoimell,  Great  Bear  Hydropower, 

Inc.,  43  Angelus  Drive,  Greenwich,  CT 
06831,  (203)  531-8704. 

i.  fi^C  Contact  Paul  Shannon,  (202) 
219-2866. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  4, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Amendment  Great 
Bear  Hydropower,  Ina  proposes  to 
delete  the  two-foot-high  flashboards 
from  the  project  description  of  the  Order 
Issuing  License,  34  FERC  f  62, 136, 
issued  January  15, 1986.  The  licensee 
decided  it  would  not  be  economically 
beneficial  to  install  the  flashboards  to 
the  crest  of  the  Columbia  Dam  at  this 
time. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  B,  C, 
and  D2. 

4a.  Type  of  Application:  Amendment 
of  License. 

b.  Project  No:  9310-011. 

c.  Date  Filed:  December  20, 1991. 

d.  Applicant  City  of  Mt  Pleasant 
Utah. 

e.  Name  of  Project  Pleasant  Creek 
Canyon  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  Pleasant  Creek  and  its 
tributaries  in  Sanpete  County,  Utah. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  Alden  Robinson, 
P.E.,  Sunrise  Engineering,  Inc.,  71  West 
Center  Street,  Fillmore,  UT  84631,  (801) 
743-6151. 

i.  FERC  Contact  Paul  Shannon,  (202) 
219-2866. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  4, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Amendment  The 
licensee  proposes  to  construct  the 
Pressure  Reducing  Station  Power  Plant 
as  a  base  load,  run-of-river  plant.  The 
plant  will  have  an  installed  generating 
capacity  of  225-4(W  and  a  hydraulic 
capacity  of  18  cfs.  The  plant  was 
originally  licensed  to  be  a  600-kW, 
peaking  plant  with  a  hydraulic  capacity 
of  21  cfs.  The  original  plant  would  not 
have  been  used  during  the  irrigation 
season. 

The  proposed  plant  will  operate  year- 
round.  During  the  winter  months  it  will 
utilize  the  available  creek  flow. 
However,  during  the  irrigation  season, 
the  unit  vtrill  be  on-line  in  the  irrigation 
system  instead  of  the  existing  Pressure 
Reducing  Station.  The  licensee  states 
that  the  unit  is  specially  designed  to 
pass  flows  to  irrigation  users  at  current 


pressure  levels,  so  as  not  to  interfere 
with  irrigation  rights. 

1.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  B,  C, 
and  D2. 

5a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No:  11254-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  18, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  Lewis  Basin  Limited 
Partnership. 

e.  Name  of  Project  Siouxon  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project 

f.  Location:  On  Siouxon  Creek  and 
North  Siouxon  Creek  near  the  town  of 
Chelatchie  in  Clark  County, 
Washington. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  Michael  S. 
Wright  Permit/Engineering,  Inc.,  1300 — 
114&  Ave.,  SE.,  suite  220,  Bellevue, 
Washington  98004,  (206)  451-7471. 

i.  FERC  Contact  Mr.  Michael 
Strzelecki,  (202)  219-2827. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  7, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project  The 
proposed  project  would  consist  of: 

(1)  An  intake  structure  and  60-foot- 
hi^  diversion  structure  on  Siouxon 
Creek; 

(2)  A  10-foot-diameter,  9,300-foot-long 
tunnel  connecting  this  diversion 
structure  with  a  powerhouse; 

(3)  An  intake  structure  and  80-foot- 
hi^  diversion  structure  on  North 
Siouxon  Creek; 

(4)  A  S-foot-diameter,  3,000-foot-long 
penstock  connecting  this  diversion 
structure  with  the  tunnel; 

(5)  A  powerhouse  with  a  total 
installed  generating  capacity  of 
9,000kW; 

(6)  A  3.5-mile-long  transmission  line 
interconnecting  with  an  existing 
transmission  l^e  near  Yale  Dam; 

(7)  5,000  feet  of  access  road;  and 

(8)  Appurtenant  facilities. 

No  new  roads  will  be  needed  to 
conduct  the  studies.  The  approximate 
cost  of  the  studies  would  be  $350,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A5,  A7, 
A9,  AlO,  B,  C,  and  D2. 

6a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit 

b.  Project  Nos.:  11255-000  through 
11258-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  18, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  Lewis  Basin  Limited 
Partnership. 

e.  Name  of  Projects:  Curly  Creek 
Project  No.  11255-000,  Rush  Creek 
Project  No.  11256-000,  Big  Creek  Project 
No.  11257-000,  Tilliciun  Creek  Project 
No.  11258-000. 

f.  Location:  All  four  projects  cue 
located  within  Gifford  Pinchot  National 
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Forest  in  Skamania  County, 

Washington. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact'  Mr.  Michael  S. 
Wright,  Pennit/Engineering,  Inc.,  1300 — 
114&  Ave.,  SE.  suite  220,  Bellevue, 
Washington  98004,  (206]  451-7371. 

i.  FERC  Contact'  Mr.  Michael 
Strzelecki,  (202)  219-2827. 

j.  Conunent  Date:  May  6, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project  The 
proposed  Curly  C^k  project  would 
consist  of:  (1)  An  intake  structure  and 
80-foot-high  diversion  structure  on  Curiy 
Creek;  (2)  a  4-foot-diameter,  18,000-foot- 
long  penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  with  a 
total  installed  generating  capacity  of 
8,500  kW;  (4)  a  ISHnile-long  transmission 
line  interconnecting  with  an  existing 
transmission  line  near  Swift  Dam;  (5)  a 
2,500-foot-long  access  road;  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  The  project  would 
be  located  in  sections  2  and  3  of  T6N, 

R7E,  and  sections  29,  32,  33,  34,  and  35  of 
T7N,  R7E. 

The  proposed  Rush  Creek  project 
would  consist  o£  (1)  An  intake  structure 
and  13-foot-hi^  diversion  structure  on 
Rush  Creek;  (2)  a  100-foot-diameter, 
10.000-foot-long  tunnel;  (3)  a 
powerhouse  with  a  total  installed 
generating  capacity  of  19,500  kW;  (4)  a 
20'niile-long  transmission  line 
interconnecting  with  an  existing 
transmission  l^e  near  Swift  Dam;  (5)  a 
2,100-foot-long  access  road;  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  The  project  would 
be  located  in  sections  22,  26,  27,  and  36 
ofT7N,R7E. 

The  proposed  Big  Creek  project  would 
consist  of:  (1)  An  intake  structure  and 
13-foot-ldgh  diversion  structure  on  Big 
Creek;  (2)  a  45-lnch-<liameter,  11.000- 
foot-long  penstodc  (3)  a  powerhouse 
with  a  total  installed  generating 
capacity  of  9,300  kW;  (4)  a  23-i^e-long 
transmissicm  line  interconnecting  with 
an  existing  transmission  line  near  Swift 
Dam;  (5)  11,500  feet  of  access  road;  and 
(6)  appurtenant  facilities.  The  project 
would  be  located  in  sections  13, 14,  and 
23ofT7N,R7E. 

The  proposed  Tillicum  Creek  project 
would  consist  of:  (1)  An  intake  structure 
and  13-fbot4ii^  (hversion  structure  on 
Tillictim  Creek;  (2)  a  40-inch-diameter, 
11,000-foot-long  penstock;  (3)  a 
powerhouse  with  a  total  installed 
generating  capacity  of  4,500  kW;  (4)  a 
27-mile-long  transmission  line 
interconnecting  with  an  existing 
transmission  l^e  near  Swift  Dam;  (5]  a 

1.200-foot4ong  ac#”®os  road:  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  The  proje^  would 
be  located  in  sections  16. 17,  21,  and  22 
ofTSN,  R8E. 


No  new  access  roads  will  be  needed 
to  conduct  the  studies.  The  approximate 
cost  of  eadh  study  would  be  $350,000. 

1.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A5,  A7. 
A9.  AlO,  B.  C.  and  D2. 

7a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  Nos.:  11259-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  18, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  L.  B.  Industries,  Inc. 

e.  Name  of  Project  Deep  Creek 
Hydropower  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  Deep  Creek  near  the 
town  of  Buhl  in  Twin  Falls  Coimty, 

Idedio.  Sections  9, 10, 16, 17,  and  20  in 
T9S,  R14E. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  Carl  L  Myers, 
P.E.,  Myers  Engineering  Company,  PA., 
750  Warm  Springs  Avenue,  Boise.  Idaho 
83712,  (208)  336-1425. 

i.  FWC  Contact  Mr.  Michael 
Strzeledd,  (202)  219-2827. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  6, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project  The 
proposed  project  would  consist  of: 

(1)  A  6-foot-high  diversion  structure 
on  Deep  Creek; 

(2)  A  4,000-foot-long  canal; 

(3)  A  14.060-foot-long  penstock; 

(4)  A  powerhouse  with  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  2,000  kW; 

(5)  A  1,700-foot-long  transmission  line 
interconnecting  with  an  existing  Idaho 
Power  Company  transmission  Ihie; 

(6)  A  tailrace  rebiming  water  to  Deep 
Creek;  and 

(7)  Appurtenant  facilities. 

No  new  roads  will  be  needed  to 
conduct  the  studies.  The  approximate 
cost  of  the  studies  would  be  $120,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A5,  A7. 
A9,  AlO,  B,  C,  and  D2. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

A5.  Preliminary  Permit — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  for  a  proposed 
project  must  submit  the  competing 
application  itself,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
file  such  an  application,  to  the 
Commission  on  or  before  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application  (see  18  CFR  4.36). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  cm  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  preliminary  permit 
application  no  later  than  30  days  after 
the  specified  comment  date  for  the 
particular  application.  A  competing 
preliminary  permit  application  must 
conform  with  18  CFR  4.30(b)  (1)  and  (9) 
and  4.36. 

A7.  Preliminary  Permit — Any  qualified 
development  applicant  desiring  to  file  a 
competing  development  application 


must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  the  specified  comment  date  for 
the  particular  application,  either  a 
competing  development  application  or  a 
notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application.  Submission  of  a  timely 
notice  of  intent  to  file  a  development 
application  allows  an  interested  person 
to  file  the  competing  application  no  later 
than  120  days  after  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application.  A  competing  license 
application  must  conform  with  18  CFR 
4.30(b]  (1)  and  (9)  and  4.36. 

A9.  Notice  of  intent — A  notice  of 
intent  must  specify  the  e^cact  name, 
business  address,  and  telephone  number 
of  the  prospective  applicant,  including 
an  unequivocal  statement  of  intent  to 
submit,  if  such  an  application  may  be 
filed,  either  (1)  a  preliminary  permit 
application  or  (2)  a  development 
application  (specify  which  type  of 
application),  and  be  served  on  the 
applicant(s]  named  in  this  public  notice. 

AlO.  Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  under 
Permit — ^A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
term  of  the  proposed  preliminary  permit 
would  be  36  months.  The  work  proposed 
under  the  preliminary  permit  would 
include  economic  analysis,  preparation 
of  preliminary  engineering  plans,  and  a 
study  of  environmental  impacts.  Based 
on  the  results  of  these  studies,  the 
Applicant  would  decide  whether  to 
proceed  with  the  preparation  of  a 
development  application  to  construct 
and  operate  the  project. 

B.  Comments,  Protests,  or  Motions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  motion  to 
interevene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure.  18  CFR  385.210,  .211,  .214 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  motion  to 
invervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  motions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application. 

Bl.  Protests  or  Motions  to  Intervene — 
Anyone  may  submit  a  protest  or  a 
motion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  16  CFR  385.210,  385.211, 
and  385.214.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests 
filed,  but  only  those  who  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  protests  or 
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motions  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  the  specified  deadline  date 
for  the  particular  application. 

C  Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
"PROTEST’,  “MOTION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  die  particular 
application  to  which  the  filing  refers. 

Any  of  the  above-named  documents 
must  be  filed  by  providing  the  original 
and  the  number  of  copies  provided  by 
the  Commission’s  regulations  to:  The 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to  Director, 
Division  of  Project  Review,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Room 
1027,  at  the  above-mentioned  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application  or  motion  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the 
particular  application. 

D2.  Agency  Comments — Federal, 
state,  and  local  agenices  are  invited  to 
file  comments  on  the  described 
application.  A  copy  of  the  application 
may  be  obtained  by  agencies  direcdy 
from  the  Applicant  If  an  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time 
specified  for  filing  comments,  it  will  be 
presumed  to  have  no  comments.  One 
copy  of  an  agency's  comments  must  also 
be  sent  to  the  Applicant’s 
representatives. 

El.  Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents— The  application  is  not 
ready  for  environmental  analysis  at  this 
time;  therefore,  the  Commission  is  not 
now  requesting  comments, 
recommendations,  terms  and  conditions, 
or  prescriptions. 

When  the  application  is  ready  for 
environmental  analysis,  the  Commission 
will  issue  a  public  notice  requesting 
comments,  recommendations,  terms  and 
conditions,  or  prescriptions. 

Ail  filings  must  (1)  been  in  all  capital 
letters  the  title  ’’PROTEST’  or 
“MOTION  TO  INTERVENE;’’  (2)  set 
forth  in  the  heading  the  name  of  the 
applicant  and  the  project  number  of  the 
application  to  which  the  filing  responds; 
(3)  furnish  the  name,  address,  and 
telephone  number  of  the  person 
protesting  or  intervening;  and  (4] 
otherwise  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  18  CFR  385.2001  through  385.2005. 
Agencies  may  obtain  copies  of  the 
application  Erectly  from  the  applicant 
Any  of  these  dociunents  must  be  filed  by 
providing  the  original  and  the  number  of 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 


regulations  to:  The  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be 
sent  to  Director.  Division  of  Project 
Review.  Office  of  Hydropower 
Licensing.  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  room  1027,  at  the  above 
address.  A  copy  of  any  protest  or  motion 
to  intervene  must  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  applicant  specified 
in  the  particular  application. 

Dated:  April  2. 1992,  Washington,  DC. 

Lois  D.  CasheU, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8000  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJMO  CODE  e717-0t-H 


[Docket  No.  RP92-45-000] 

ANR  Pipeline  Co.;  Informal  Settlement 
Conference 

April  1. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  an  informal 
settlement  conference  will  be  convened 
in  this  proceeding  on  April  10, 1992,..after 
the  Prehearing  Conference  which 
commences  at  10  ajn.,  at  the  offices  of 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  810  First  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC,  for  the  purpose  of 
exploring  the  possible  settlement  of  the 
above-referenced  docket 
Any  party,  as  defined  by  18  CFR 
385.102(c).  or  any  participant  as  defined 
by  18  CFR  385.102(b).  is  invited  to 
attend.  Persons  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  move  to  intervene  and 
receive  intervenor  status  pursuant  to  the 
Commission's  regulations  (18  CFR 
385.214). 

For  additional  information,  please 
contact  Irene  E.  Szopo  at  (202)  206-1602, 
or  Michael  D.  Cotleur  at  (202)  208-1076. 
Linwood  A.  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7998  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BNJLINO  CODE  S7rr-«1-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-3-2e-000] 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.; 
Proposed  Changes  In  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  1. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Company  (Panhandle)  on 
March  30, 1992,  tendered  for  filhig  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  listed  to 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.l: 

Ninetieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  S-A 
Fourth  Revised  Sieet  No.  8-A.l 
Sixty-Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  $-B 
Fourteenth  Revised  Sieet  No.  3-B.l 


The  proposed  effective  date  of  these 
tariff  sheets  is  April  1, 1992. 

Panhandle  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  contain  revisions  to  Panhandle’s 
PGA  rates  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
billing  determinants  in  effect  on  the 
effective  date  of  the  instant  filing 
Panhandle’s  D-1  demand  rate  increases 
$2.15  from  the  rates  reflected  in  the 
motion  filing  in  Docket  No.  RP91-229- 
000  to  be  effective  April  1. 1992. 

Panhandle  further  states  that  the 
above-referenced  tariff  sheets  are  being 
filed  in  accordance  with  S  154.308 
(Quarterly  PGA  Filing)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  and  pursuant 
to  §  18.4  (Purcha^  Gas  Demand  Rate 
Adjustments  by  Pipeline  Suppliers)  of 
Panhandle’s  FERC  Gas  Tarfff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1  to  reflect  the  changes  in 
Pandhandle’s  jurisdictional  sales  rates 
effective  April  1, 1992. 

Panhandle  states  that  copies  of  its 
filing  have  been  served  on  all 
jurisdictional  sales  customers  and 
applicable  state  regulatory  agencies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  385.211 
and  385.214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  peurty  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson.  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  92-7997  Filed  4-7-92: 8:45  am] 
BHJJNG  CODE  S717-01-II 


[Docket  No.  TM92-6-29-0001 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Coip^ 
Propped  Changes  In  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

April  1, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco) 
tendered  for  filing  on  March  30, 1992 
certain  revised  tariff  sheets  to  Third 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff  included  in  appendix  A  attached 
to  the  filing. 

Transco  states  that  the  purpose  of  the 
filing  is  to  track  rate  changes 
attributable  to  (1)  storage  services 
purchased  from  Consolidated  Natural 
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Gas  (CNG)  under  its  Rate  Schedule  GSS 
the  costs  of  which  are  included  in  the 
rates  and  charges  payable  imder 
Transco's  Rate  Schedule  LSS  and  (2) 
transportation  services  purchased  from 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas)  under  its  Rate  S^edule  FT 
the  costs  of  which  are  included  in  the 
rates  and  charges  payable  imder 
Transco’s  Rate  Schedule  FT-NT.  The 
tracking  filing  is  being  made  pursuant  to 
section  4  of  Transco’s  Rate  S^edule 
LSS  and  section  4  of  Transco’s  Rate 
Schedule  FT-NT. 

Included  in  Appendices  B  and  C 
attached  to  the  filing  are  explanations 
and  detailed  computations  regarding  the 
proposed  tracking  changes  imder  Rate 
Schedules  LSS  and  FT-J'JT. 

Transco  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
are  being  mailed  to  each  of  its 
customers  and  interested  State 
Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protests  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  §S  385.214 
and  385.211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  8, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room. 

Linwood  A  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7999  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BOUNO  CODE  6717-01-M 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Proposed  Refurul  Procedures 

agency:  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 
implementation  of  special  refund 
procedures. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  (OHA)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (DOE)  aimounces  the  proposed 
procedures  for  the  disbursement  of 
$829,057.49,  plus  accrued  interest, 
obtained  by  the  DOE  under  the  terms  of 
two  consent  orders  entered  into  with 
Richome  Oil  and  Gas  Company, 
Herrmcmn  Energy,  Jerome  R  Herrmann, 
Richard  P.  Herrmann,  Kevin  Herrmann, 
and  Stanley  Herrmann  (Case  No.  LEF- 


0041)  and  Ball  Marketing,  Inc.,  Charles 
Goss,  Baker  R.  Littlefield  and  Robert  L 
McAdams  (Case  No.  LEF-0043).  The 
OHA  has  tentatively  determined  that 
the  funds  will  be  distributed  in 
accordance  with  the  DOE’s  Modified 
Statement  of  Restitutionary  Policy 
Concerning  Crude  Oil  Overcharges,  51 
FR  27899  (August  4, 1986). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  in 
duplicate  on  or  before  May  8, 1992  and 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 

SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585.  All 
comments  should  display  a  reference  to 
case  numbers  LEF-0041  and  LEF-0043. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Thomas  L  Wieker,  Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Heeirings  and  Appeals, 
Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Ave.,  S.W..  Washington, 
DC  20585,  (202)  586-2390. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
accordance  with  §  205.282(b)  of  the 
procedural  regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE),  10  CFR 
205.282(b),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
issuance  of  the  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  set  out  below.  The  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  sets  forth  the 
procedures  that  the  DOE  has  tentatively 
formulated  to  distribute  $829,057.49  that 
has  been  remitted  by  Richome  Oil  and 
Gas  Company,  Herrmann  Energy, 

Jerome  B.  Herrmann,  Richard  P. 
Herrmann,  Kevin  Herrmann,  and 
Stanley  Herrmann  and  Ball  Marketing, 
Inc.,  Charles  Goss,  Baker  R.  Littlefield 
and  Robert  L  McAdams  to  the  DOE. 

'The  DOE  is  currently  holding  the  funds 
in  an  interest  bearing  account  pending 
distribution. 

The  DOE  has  tentatively  determined 
to  distribute  these  funds  in  accordance 
with  the  DOE’s  Modified  Statement  of 
Restitutionary  Policy  Concerning  Crude 
Oil  Overcharges,  51  FR  27899  (August  4, 
1986).  Under  the  Modified  Policy,  crude 
oil  overcharge  monies  are  divided 
among  the  states,  federal  government, 
and  injured  purchasers  of  refined 
products.  Under  the  plan  we  are 
proposing,  refunds  to  the  states  would 
be  in  proportion  to  each  state’s 
consumption  of  petroleum  products 
during  the  period  of  price  controls. 
Refunds  to  eligible  purchasers  would  be 
based  on  the  number  of  gallons  of 
petroleum  products  that  they  purchased 
and  the  extent  to  which  they  can 
demonstrate  injury. 

Applications  for  Refund  should  not  be 
filed  at  this  time.  Appropriate  public 
notice  will  be  given  when  the 
submission  of  claims  is  authorized. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  submit 
written  comments  regarding  the 


proposed  refund  procedures. 
Commenting  parties  are  requested  to 
submit  two  copies  of  their  comments. 
Comments  should  be  submitted  within 
30  days  of  the  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  and  should  be  sent  to  the 
address  set  forth  at  the  beginning  of  this 
notice.  All  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  between 
the  hours  of  1  p.m.  through  5  p.m., 
Monday  throu^  Friday,  except  federal 
holidays,  in  the  Public  Reference  Room 
of  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Icoated  in  room  lE-234, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20585. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Department  of  Energy 

Proposed  Decision  and  Order  of  the 
Department  of  Energy;  Implementation 
of  Special  Refund  Procedures 

April  1, 1992. 

Names  of  Firms:  Richome  Oil  and  Gas 
Company,  Herrmann  Energy, 

Jerome  B.  Herrmann,  Richard  P. 
Herrmann,  Kevin  Herrmann,  and 
Stanley  Herrmann  Ball  Marketing, 
Inc.,  Charles  Goss,  Baker  R. 
Littlefield  and  Robert  L  McAdams. 
Date  of  filings:  February  20, 1992. 

Case  Numbers:  LEF-0041,  LEF-0043. 

Under  the  procedural  regulations  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  (DOE),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  may  request  diat  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  (OHA)  formulate 
and  implement  special  refund 
procedures.  10  CFR  205.281.  These 
procedures  are  used  to  refund  monies  to 
those  injured  by  actual  or  alleged 
violations  of  the  DOE  price  regulations. 

In  this  Decision  and  Order,  we 
consider  two  Petitions  for 
Implementation  of  Special  Refund 
Procedures  filed  by  the  ERA  on 
February  20, 1992  for  crude  oil 
overcharge  funds.  The  funds  at  issue  in 
these  Petitions  were  obtained  from 
Richome  Oil  and  Gas  Company, 
Herrmann  Energy,  Jerome  B.  Herrmann, 
Richard  P.  Herrmann,  Keven  Herrmann, 
and  Stanley  Herrmann  (Richome)  (Case 
No.  LEF-0041)  and  Ball  Marketing,  Inc., 
Charles  Goss,  Baker  R.  Littlefield,  and 
Robert  L  McAdams  (Ball)  (Case  No. 
LEF-0043).  This  Office  issued  a 
Remedial  Order  against  Richome  for 
violations  of  the  crude  oil  price 
regulations  during  the  period  from 
November  27, 1973  through  December 
31, 1974.  Richome  Oil  arid  Gas  Co. 
(a.k.a.  Herrmann  Energy),  21  DOE 
I  83,003  (1991).  On  September  3, 1991, 
Richome  entered  into  a  Consent  Order 
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with  the  DOE  in  which  it  agreed  to  pay 
$30,343  in  order  to  resolve  the  DOE's 
claim  without  the  expense  and 
inconvenience  of  further  administrative 
or  judicial  proceedings.  Richome  paid 
the  $30,343  to  the  DOE  on  October  8, 

1991.  On  November  24, 1984,  the  DOE 
issued  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
(PRO)  which  alleged  that  Ball 
Marketing,  Inc.  committed  violations  of 
the  price  regulations  covering  the  sale  of 
crude  oil  during  period  January  1, 1974 
through  March  31. 1976.  Ball  Marketing, 
Inc.  filed  a  Statement  of  Objections  to 
the  PRO  with  the  OHA  on  May  1, 1985. 
Ball  Marketing,  Inc.  also  filed  a  Motion 
to  Join  Charles  Goss,  Baker  R.  Littlefield, 
and  Robert  McAdams  as  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  On  ^ril  7, 1987,  the  OHA 
issued  a  Decision  and  Order  which 
granted  Ball  Mariceting,  Inc.’s  Motion  to 
Join.  Ball  Marketing,  Inc.,  15  DOE 
I  83,031  (1987).  In  October  1987,  the  DOE 
and  Ball  entered  into  a  Consent  Order 
which  satisfied  the  DOE’s  claim  against 
Ball.  The  Consent  Order  became 
effective  on  December  1, 1987.  The  DOE 
collected  a  total  of  $798,714.49  from  Ball 
in  settlement  of  this  matter. 

In  sum,  Richome  and  Ball  remitted  a 
total  of  $829,057.49  to  the  DOE.  This 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  sets  forth 
the  OHA’s  tentative  plan  to  distribute 
those  funds.  Comments  are  solicited. 

The  general  guidelines  which  the 
OHA  may  use  to  formulate  and 
implement  a  plan  to  distribute  refunds 
are  set  forth  in  10  CFR  part  205,  subpart 
V.  The  Subpart  V  process  may  be  used 
in  situations  where  the  DOE  cannot 
readily  identify  the  persons  who  may 
have  been  injured  as  a  result  of  actual 
or  alleged  violations  of  the  regulations 
or  ascertain  the  amount  of  the  refund 
each  person  should  receive.  For  a  more 
detailed  discussion  of  subpau*!  V  and  the 
authority  of  the  OHA  to  fashion 
procedures  to  distribute  refunds,  see 
Office  of  Enforcement,  9  DOE  ^  82,508 
(1981),  and  Office  of  Enforcement,  8 
DOE  %  82,597  (1981).  We  have 
considered  the  ERA’S  request  to 
implement  subpart  V  procedures  with 
respect  to  the  monies  received  for 
Richome  and  Ball  and  have  determined 
that  such  procedures  are  appropriate. 

I.  Background 

On  July  28, 1986,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Modified  Statement  of  Restitutionary 
Policy  Concerning  Crude  Oil 
Ovei^arges,  51  ^  27899  (August  4, 
1986)  (the  MSRP).  The  MSRP,  issued  as 
a  result  of  a  court-approved  Settlement 
Agreement  in  In  re:  The  Department  of 
Energy  Stripper  Well  Exemption 
Litigation,  KiD.L  No.  378  (D.  Kan.  1986) 
(the  Stripper  Well  Agreement),  provides 
that  crude  oil  overcharge  funds  will  be 


divided  among  the  states,  the  federal 
government,  and  injured  purchasers  of 
refined  petroleum  products.  Under  the 
MSRP,  up  to  twenty  percent  of  these 
crude  oil  overcharge  funds  will  be 
reserved  to  satisfy  valid  claims  by 
injured  purchasers  of  petroleum 
products.  Eighty  percent  of  the  funds, 
and  any  monies  remaining  after  all  valid 
claims  are  paid,  are  to  be  disbursed 
equally  to  the  states  and  federal 
government  for  indirect  restitution. 

Shortly  after  the  issuance  of  the 
MSRP,  the  OHA  issued  an  Order  that 
announced  its  intention  to  apply  the 
Modified  Policy  in  all  subpart  V 
proceedings  involving  alleged  crude  oil 
violations.  Order  Implementing  the 
MSRP,  51 FR  29689  (August  20, 1986).  In 
that  Order,  the  OHA  solicited  comments 
concerning  the  appropriate  procedures 
to  follow  in  processing  refund 
applications  in  crude  oil  refund 
proceedings.  On  April  6, 1987,  the  OHA 
issued  a  Notice  emalyzing  the  numerous 
comments  and  setting  forth  generalized 
procedures  to  assist  daimants  that  file 
refund  applications  for  crude  oil  monies 
under  the  subpart  V  regulations.  52  FR 
11737  (April  10, 1987)  (the  April  Notice), 

The  OHA  has  applied  these 
procedures  in  numerous  cases  since  the 
April  Notice,  i.e,.  New  York  Petroleum, 
Inc.,  18  DOE  I  85,435  (1988)  {NYP]\  Shell 
Oil  Co.,  17  DOE  I  85,204  (1988)  [Shell]', 
Ernest  A.  Allerkamp,  17  DOE  f  85,079 
(1988)  [Allerkamp),  and  the  procedures 
have  been  approved  by  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Kansas  as  well  as  the  Temporary 
Emergency  Coiul  of  Appeals  (TECA).  In 
the  case  In  re:  The  Department  of 
Energy  Stripper  Well  Exemption 
Litigation,  various  states  filed  a  Motion 
with  the  Kansas  District  Court,  claiming 
that  the  OHA  violated  the  Stripper  Well 
Agreement  by  employing  presumptions 
of  injury  for  end-users  and  by 
improperly  calculating  the  refund 
amount  to  be  used  in  those  proceedings. 
In  re:  The  Department  of  Energy 
Stripper  Well  Exemption  Litigation,  671 
F.  Supp.  1318  (D.  Kan.  1987).  aff’d,  857  F. 
2d  1481  (Temp.  Emer.  Ct.  App.  1988).  On 
August  17, 1987,  Judge  Theis  issued  an 
Opinion  and  Order  denying  the  states’ 
Motion  in  it  entirety.  The  court 
concluded  that  the  Stripper  Well 
Agreement  “does  not  bar  [thej  OHA 
from  permitting  daimants  to  employ 
reasonable  presumtpions  in 
affirmatively  demonstrating  injury 
entitling  them  to  a  refund.”  Id.  at  1323. 
The  court  also  ruled  that,  as  specified  in 
the  April  Notice,  the  OHA  could 
calculate  refunds  based  on  a  portion  of 
the  M.D.L  378  overcharges.  Id.  at  1323- 
24. 


n.  The  Proposed  Refund  Procedures 

A.  Refund  Claims 

We  now  propose  to  apply  the 
procedures  discussed  in  the  April  notice 
to  the  crude  oil  subpart  V  proceeding 
that  is  the  subject  of  the  present 
determination.  As  noted  above,  an 
alleged  crude  oil  violation  amount  of 
$829,057.49,  plus  interest  is  covered  by 
this  proposed  Dedsion.  We  have 
decided  to  reserve  the  full  twenty 
percent  of  the  alleged  crude  oil  violation 
amount  or  $165311.49,  plus  interest  for 
direct  refunds  to  daimants,  in  order  to 
insure  that  suffident  funds  will  be 
available  for  refunds  to  injured  parties. 

The  process  which  the  OHA  will  use 
to  evaluate  claims  based  on  alleged 
crude  oil  violations  will  be  modeled 
after  the  process  the  OHA  has  used  in 
subpart  V  proceedings  to  evaluate 
claims  based  upon  alleged  overcharges 
involving  refined  products.  E.q., 
Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.,  14  EKDE 
^  85,475  (1986)  [Mountain  Fuel).  As  in 
non-crude  oU  cases,  applicants  will  be 
required  to  document  their  purchase 
volumes  of  covered  products  and  prove 
that  they  were  injured  as  a  result  of  the 
alleged  violations.  Generally,  a  covered 
product  is  any  product  that  was  covered 
by  the  Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation 
Act  of  1973, 15  U.S.C.  751-760,  and  was 
primarily  produced  at  a  crudge  oil 
refinery.  Kq.,  Anchor  Continental,  Inc., 
22  DOE  1 85,003  (1992).  Applicants  who 
were  end-users  or  ultimate  consumers  of 
petroleum  products,  whose  businesses 
are  unrelated  to  the  petroleum  industry, 
and  who  were  not  subject  to  the  DOE 
price  regulations  are  presumed  to  have 
been  injured  by  any  alleged  crude  oil 
overch^es.  In  order  to  receive  a 
refund,  end-users  need  not  submit  any 
further  evidence  of  injury  beyond  the 
volume  of  petroleum  products  purchased 
during  the  period  of  price  controls.  E.q., 
A.  Tarricone,  Inc.,  15  DOE  f  85,495  at 
88,893-96  (1987).  However,  the  end-user 
presumption  of  injury  can  be  rebutted 
by  evidence  which  establishes  that  the 
specific  end-user  in  question  was  not 
injured  by  the  crude  oil  overcharges. 

E.q.,  Berry  Holding  Co.,  16  DOE  f  85,405 
at  88,797  (1987).  If  an  interested  party 
submits  evidence  that  is  sufficient  to 
cast  serious  doubt  on  the  end-user 
presumption,  the  applicant  will  be 
required  to  produce  further  evidence  of 
injury.  Eq..  NYP,  18  DOE  at  88,701-03. 

Reseller  and  retails  claimants  must 
submit  detailed  evidence  of  injury,  and 
may  not  rely  on  the  presumptions  of 
injury  utiliz^  in  refund  cases  involving 
refined  petroleum  products.  They  can, 
however,  use  econometric  evidence  of 
the  type  employed  in  the  OHA  Report  to 
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the  District  Court  in  the  Stripper  Well 
Litigation,  reprinted  in  6  Fed.  Energy 
Guidelines  f  90,507.  Applicants  who 
executed  and  submitted  a  valid  waiver 
pursuant  to  one  of  the  escrows 
established  in  the  Stripper  Well 
Agreement  have  waived  their  rights  to 
apply  for  crude  oil  refunds  under 
subpart  V.  Mid-America  Dairyman,  Inc. 

V.  Herrington,  878  F.  2d  1448  (Temp. 

Emer.  Ct.  App.  1989);  accord,  Boise 
Cascade  Carp.,  18  DOE  f  85,970  (1989). 

Refunds  to  eligible  claimants  who 
purchased  refined  petroleum  products 
will  be  calculated  on  the  basis  of  a 
volumetric  refund  amount  derived  by 
dividing  the  alleged  crude  oil  violation 
amounts  involved  in  this  determination 
($829,057.49)  by  the  total  consumption  of 
petroleum  products  in  the  United  States 
during  the  period  of  price  control 
(2,020,997,335,000  gaUons).  Mountain 
Fuel,  14  DOE  at  88,868  n.4.  This  yields  a 
volumetric  refund  amoimt  of 
$0.0000004102  per  gallon. 

As  we  stated  in  previous  Decisions,  a 
crude  oil  refund  applicant  will  be 
required  to  submit  only  one  application 
for  crude  oil  overcharge  funds.  E.q., 
Allerkamp,  17  DOE  at  88,176.  Any  party 
that  has  previously  submitted  a  refund 
application  in  the  crude  oil  refund 
proceedings  need  not  file  another 
application.  That  previously  filed 
application  will  be  deemed  to  be  filed  in 
all  crude  oil  proceedings  as  the 
precedures  €ire  finalized.  The  DOE  has 
established  )une  30, 1992  as  the  current 
deadline  for  filing  an  Application  for 
Refund  fit)m  the  crude  oil  funds. 

Quintana  Energy  Carp.,  21  DOE  f  85,032 
(1991).  It  is  the  policy  of  the  DOE  to  pay 
all  crude  oil  re^d  daims  filed  within 
this  deadline  at  the  rate  of  $.0008  per 
gallon.  However,  while  we  antidpate 
that  applicants  that  filed  their  claims 
within  the  original  ]une  30, 1988 
deadline  will  receive  a  supplemental 
refund  payment,  we  will  dedde  in  the 
future  whether  claimants  that  filed  later 
applications  should  receive  additional 
refunds.  E.q.,  Seneca  Oil  Co.,  21  DOE 
1 85,827  (1991).  Notice  of  any  additional 
amounts  available  in  the  future  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

B.  Payments  to  the  States  and  Federal 
Government 

Under  the  terms  of  the  MSRP,  we 
propose  that  eighty  percent  of  the 
alleged  crude  oil  violation  amounts 
subject  to  this  Proposed  Decision,  or 
$663,246,  plus  interest,  should  be 
disbursed  in  equal  shares  to  the  states 
and  federal  government  for  indirect 
restitution.  Refunds  to  the  states  will  be 
in  proportion  to  the  consumption  of 
petroleum  products  in  each  state  during 
the  period  of  price  controls.  The  share  or 


ratio  of  the  funds  which  each  state  will 
receive  is  contained  in  Exhibit  H  of  the 
Stripper  Well  Agreement.  When 
disbursed,  these  funds  will  be  subject  to 
the  same  limitations  and  reporting 
requirements  as  all  other  crudge  oil 
monies  received  by  the  states  under  the 
Stripper  Well  Agreement. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that: 

The  refund  amounts  remitted  to  the 
Department  of  Energy  by  Richome  Oil 
and  Gas  Company,  Herrmann  Energy, 
Jerome  B.  Herrmann,  Richard  P. 
Herrmann,  Keven  Herrmann,  and 
Stanley  Herrmann  pursuant  to  the 
Consent  Order  finalized  on  September  3, 
1991  and  by  Ball  Marketing,  Inc., 

Charles  Goss,  Baker  R.  LitUefield,  and 
Robert  L.  McAdams  pursuant  to  the 
Consent  Order  which  became  effective 
on  December  1, 1987  will  be  distributed 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
Decision. 

[FR  DOc.  92-8077  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
MLUNQ  CODE  64S(M)1-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY  , 

[OPPTS  51791;  FRL  4058-7] 

Certain  Chemicals;  Premanufacture 
Notices 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Section  5(a)(1)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufacture 
or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premanufacture  notice  (PMN) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import  commences. 
Statutory  requirements  for  section 
5(a)(1)  premanufacture  notices  are 
discussed  in  the  final  rule  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  13, 1983  (48 
FR  21722).  This  notice  annoimces  receipt 
of  20  such  PMNs  and  provides  a 
summary  of  each. 

DATES:  Close  of  review  periods: 

P  92-633,  92-634,  June  6, 1992. 

P  92-635,  92-636,  92-637,  92-638,  92- 
839,  92-640,  92-641,  92-642,  June  7, 
1992. 

P  92-643, 92-«44,  92-645,  June  8, 

1992. 

P  92-646,  92-648,  June  9, 1992. 

P  92-649,  92-650,  June  10, 1992. 

P  92-657,  June  9, 1992. 

P  92-659,  92-660,  June  13, 1992. 
Written  comments  by: 

P  92-633,  92-634,  May  7, 1992. 


P  92-635,  92-636,  92-637,  92-638,  92- 
639,  92-640,  92-641,  92-642,  May  8, 

1992. 

P  92-643, 92-644,  92-645,  May  9, 

1992. 

P  92-646,  92-648,  May  10, 1992. 

P  92-649,  92-650,  May  11, 1992. 

P  92-657,  May  10, 1992. 

P  92-659,  92-660,  May  14, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments, 
identified  by  the  document  control 
number  “(OPPTS-51791)”  and  the 
specific  PMN  number  should  be  sent  to: 
Document  Processing  Center  (TS-790), 
Office  of  Pollution  Prevention  and 
Toxics,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401 M  St.,  SW.,  Rm.  L-lOO, 
Washington,  DC,  20460,  (202)  260-3532. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

David  Kling,  Acting  Director, 
Environmental  Assistance  Division  (TS- 
799),  Office  of  Pollution  Prevention  and 
Toxics,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  rm.  E-545, 401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  DC,  20460  (202)  554-1404, 
TDD  (202)  554-0551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

following  notice  contains  information 
extracted  from  the  nonconfidential 
version  of  the  submission  provided  by 
the  manufacturer  on  the  PMNs  received 
by  EPA.  The  complete  nonconfidential 
document  is  available  in  the  TSCA 
Public  Docket  Office,  NE-G004  at  the 
above  address  between  8  a.m.  and  noon 
and  1  p.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  legal  holidays. 

psa-ess 

Manufacturer.  Confidential. 
Chemical.  (S)  Benzene,  di-Cio-is-  alkyl 
derivatives. 

Use /Production.  (G)  Chemical 
intermediate.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

P 92-634 

Manufacturer.  Confidential. 
Chemical.  [S]  Benzenesulfonic  acid, 
di-Cio-18-alkyl  derivatives. 

Use/Production.  (G)  Chemical 
intermediate.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

P 92-639 

Manufacturer.  Minnesota  Mining  & 
Manufacturing  (3M). 

Chemical.  (G)  Acrylic  salt. 
Use/Production.  (G)  Chemical 
intermediate.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

P 92-636 

Manufacturer.  Confidential. 
Chemical.  (G)  Substituted  ammonium 
salt. 

Use/Production.  (G)  Chemical 
intermediate.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 
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e 92-637 

Manufacturer.  Minnesots  Mining  & 
Manufacturing  (3M). 

Chemical.  (G)  Acrylic  copolymer. 
Use/Production.  (G)  Polymeric 
coating.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

9  62-638 

Manufacturer.  Arizona  Chemical 
Company. 

Chemical.  (G)  Phenolic  modified  rosin 
ester. 

Use/Production.  (S)  Printing  Ink  resin. 
Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

9  92-639 

Importer.  Ciba-Geigy  Polymers 
division. 

Chemical.  (G)  1,3-Isobenzofurandione. 
3a,  4, 7,  7a-tetrahydro-,  copolymer. 

Use/Import.  (Sj  Curing  agent.  Import 
range:  Confidential. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
LD50  >  5,170  mg/kg  species  (rat).  Acute 
dermal  toxicity:  LD50  >  2-5  ml/kg 
species  (rat).  Eye  irritation:  severe 
species  (rabbit).  Skin  irritation: 
moderate  species  (rabbit). 

9  92-640 

Manufacturer.  Confidential. 

Chemical.  (G)  Acrylic  polymer. 
Use/Production.  (G)  Manufacturing 
additive.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
LD50  >  5,000  mg/kg  species  (rat). 

9  62-641 

Importer.  Hoechst  Celanese 
Corporation. 

Chemical.  (S)  Diethylene  glycol; 
isonanoic  acid  2,5-furanedione. 

Use/Import.  (S)  Binder  in  paste  ink. 
Import  range:  22,500-32,000  l^/yr. 

9  92-642 

Manufacturer.  Eastman  Chemical 
Company. 

Chemical.  (G)  1,4-butanediol;  1,4- 
benzenedicarboxylic  acid  dimethyl 
ester;  1,5-pentanedicarboxylic  acid 
dimethyl  ester. 

Use/Production.  (G)  Barrier  film.  Prod, 
range:  Confidential. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
LD50  >  5,000  mg/kg  species  (rat).  Acute 
dermal  toxicity:  >  1,000  mg/kg  species 
(guinea  pig).  Eye  irritation:  minimal 
species  (rabbit).  Skin  irritation:  slight 
species  (guinea  pig).  Skin  sensitization: 
negative  species  (guinea  pig). 

9  92-643  ^ 

Importer.  Confidential. 

Chemical.  (G)  Styrene-2- 
ethylhexylacrylate  copolymer. 

Use/Import.  (G)  Open,  nondispersive. 
Import  range:  Confidential. 


9  92-644 

Importer.  Ciba-Geigy  Pigments 
Division. 

Chemical.  (G)  Perrylene  diimide. 
Use/Import.  (G)  Open,  nondispersive. 
Import  range:  Confidential. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
LD50  >  2,000  mg/kg  species  (rat).  Eye 
irritation:  none  species  (rabbit).  Skin 
irritation:  none  species  (rabbit). 
Mutagenicity:  negative.  Skin 
sensitization:  positive  species  (guinea 
pig)- 

9  92-648 

Importer.  Fle-USAInc. 

Chemical.  (S)  Glucitol  polyacetate. 
Use/Import.  (S)  Plasticizer.  Import 
range:  50,000-150,000  kg/yr. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
LD50  >  5,000  mg/kg  species  (rat).  Acute 
dermal  toxicity:  >  2,000  mg/kg  species 
(guinea  pig).  Eye  irritation:  none  species 
(rabbit).  Mutagenicity:  negative. 

9  62-646 

Importer.  Confidential. 

Chemical.  (G)  Hydroxy  acrylic  resin. 
Use/Import.  (G)  Automotive  refinish. 
Import  range:  Confidential. 

962-646 

Manufacturer.  Keystone  Applied 
Research.  Inc. 

Chemical.  (G)  Halo-amine. 
Use/Production.  (S)  Halogen  atom 
soiirce  for  etching.  Prod,  range:  1,000- 
5,000  kg/yr. 

9  92-649 

Importer.  Confidential. 

Chemical.  (G)  Ammonium  oleyl 
sulfosuccinate. 

Use/Import  (G)  Surfactant.  Import 
range:  Confidential. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
LD50  >  5.0  g/kg  species  (rat).  Acute 
dermal  toxicity:  >  2.0  g/kg  species 
(rabbit).  Skin  irritation:  slight  species 
(rabbit).  Mutagenicity:  negative. 

9  92-650 

Importer.  Charkit  Chemical 
Corporation. 

Chemical.  (G)  Potassium  salt  of  an 
aromatic  substituted  pyrazole 
carboxylic  acid. 

Use/Import.  (S)  Photographic 
antihalation  dye.  Import  range:  1,200- 
1,600 1^/yr. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
LD50  >  2,000  mg/kg  species  (rat).  Eye 
irritation:  none  species  (rabbit).  Skin 
irritation:  none  species  (rabbit). 
Mutagenicity:  negative. 

9  92-657 

Manufacturer.  Confidential. 
Chemical.  (G)  Urethane  modified 
polyester. 


Use /Production.  (S)  Binder  for 
printing  inks.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
IJ)50  >  5  g/kg  species  (rat).  Eye 
'  irritation:  minimal  species  (rabbit).  Skin 
irritation:  minimal  species  (rabbit). 

9  92-659 

Manufacturer.  Grain  Processing 
Corporation. 

Chemical.  (G)  Starch,  (2- 
hydroxypropyl)trimethylammonium 
chloride,  ester,  esterified. 

Use/Production.  (S)  Papermaking 
additive.  Prod,  range:  Confidential. 

9  92-660 

Importer.  Confidential. 

Chemical.  (G)  Acrylic  epoxy. 
Use/Import.  (S)  Raw  material  for  graft 
polymer.  Import  range:  Confidential. 

Toxicity  Data.  Acute  oral  toxicity: 
IJ)50  >  2,000  mg/kg  species  (rat).  Eye 
irritation:  moderate  species  (rabbit). 

Skin  irritation:  none  species  (rabbit). 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

Steven  Newbutg-Rinn, 

Acting  Director,  Information  Management 
Division,  Office  of  Pollution  Prevention  and 
Toxics. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8065  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
aiLUNQ  CODE  6S60-50-F 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Hugo  Stinnes  Schiffahrt  GmbH  et  aM 
Agreement(s)  Filed 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
following  agreement(s)  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  agreement  at  the 
Washington,  DC  Office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street. 
NW.,  room  10325.  Interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  on  each  agreement  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20573, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
Federal  Register  in  which  this  notice 
appears.  The  requirements  for 
comments  are  found  in  S  572.603  of  title 
46  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
Interested  persons  should  consult  this 
section  before  communicating  with  the 
Commission  regarding  a  pending 
agreement. 

Agreement  No.:  207-011371. 

Title:  DSR/ Stinnes  West  Indies 
Services  GmbH. 

Parties: 

Hugo  Stinnes  Schiffahrt  GmbH, 

Deutsche  Seereederei  Rostock  GmbH, 

DSR/Stinnes  West  Indies  Services 
GmbH. 
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Synopsis:  The  proposed  Apeement 
woiikl  cstablidi  a  joint  service  in  the 
trade  between  Mexico  on  the  one  hand 
and  Puerto  Rico  on  the  other,  and 
between  Europe  on  the  one  huid  and 
Puerto  Rico  ai^  the  United  States  Virgin 
Islands  on  the  other.  The  parties  have 
requested  a  shortened  review  period. 

Agreement  Mv  224-200251-001. 

Title:  Port  of  Seattle/Puget  Sound  Tug 
and  Barge  Co.,  Terminal  Agreement. 

Parties: 

Port  of  Seattle, 

Puget  Sound  Tog  and  Barge  Co. 

Synopsis:  The  subject  modification 
reflects  an  adjustment  in  the  rent 
payable  to  the  port  for  the  use  of  Pier  2 
during  the  thirty-^oonth  p^od  beginning 
Decc^er  1, 1981  and  rniding  May  31, 
1994. 

Agreement  No.:  224-200250-004. 

Title:  City  of  Long  Beach/Hanjin 
Shipping  Conqiany,  Ltd.,  Terminal 
Agreement 

Parties: 

City  of  Long  Beach, 

Hanjin  Shipping  Company,  Ltd. 
(“Hanjin”). 

Synopsis:  The  Agreement 
mo^ficatkm  reflects  an  adjustment  of 
rent  payable  by  Hanjin  for  the  period 
commencing  March  1, 1991  and  ending 
February  29, 1906. 

Agreemetd  Noj  22^200330-002. 

Title:  Port  of  New  Orleans/Coastal 
Cargo  Conqmny,  bic. 

Parties: 

Port  of  New  Orleans.  Coastal 
Conq>any,  Inc. 

Synopsis:  The  proposed  notice 
advises  that  the  parties  have  agpeed  to 
extend  the  lease  on  a  month  to  month 
basis. 

Agneemont  Afo.;  224-200433-002. 

Title:  Poet  Authority  of  New  Yoric  and 
New  jeiscy/Maher  Terminal  Company 
Terminal  Agreement 

Parties: 

The  Port  Authority  of  New  Yoric  and 
New  Jersey, 

MaherTermhielB,  hic. 

Synopsis:  The  amendment  extends  the 
terms  of  the  lease  between  the  parties 
until  September  30, 1992. 

Agreement  Na.:  224-200639. 

Title:  City  of  Long  Beach/Maersk 
Terminal  Agreement. 

Parties: 

City  of  Long  Beach  (“Qty”]  Maecsk, 
Inc.  (‘*Maersk”l< 

Synopsis:  Under  the  terms  of  the 
Agreement  Maersk  will  lease 
approximately  107  acres  adjacent  to 
Berths  206  through  270  on  Her  J  located 
within  the  Harbor  District  of  the  Qty. 


The  Agreement  has  an  initial  term  of  ten 
years. 

Agreement  No.:  224-200640. 

Title:  Maryland  Port  Adnnnistration 
and  Cargill,  Inc.,  Lease  Agreement. 

Parties: 

The  Maryland  Port  Administration 
(“MPA’7,  Cargill,  Inc.  (“CARGILL"). 

Synopsis:  The  Agreemmit  provides  for 
CARG^  to  use  portions  of  the  North 
Locust  Point  Marine  Terminal  at  MPA 
for  a  term  of  ten  years. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

By  the  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

PR  Doc.  92-7904  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

KLUNG  cooe  srso-ei-M 

International  Longshoremen’s 
Assodirtlon,  AFL-CIO,  etaL;  FIRng  and 
Eff eclivo  Date  of  Agreement 

The  Federal  MEuitime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  on  March  30. 
1992,  the  following  agreement  was  filed 
vrith  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
section  5,  Shipping  Act  of  1984,  and  was 
deemed  effective  that  date,  to  the  extent 
it  constitutes  an  assessment  agreement 
as  described  in  paragraph  (d)  of  section 
5,  Shipping  Act  of  1984. 

Agreement  No.:  224-000083-007. 

Title:  International  Longshoremen’s 
Association  Assessment  Agremnent 

Parties: 

International  Longshoremen’s 
Association,  AFL-CIO  (“ILA") 

Carriers  Container  Council,  Inc. 
(“Carrier") 

Synopsis:  The  agreement  amends  the 
Canler-ILA  Container  Frmght  Station 
Trust  Fimd  basic  assessment  agreement 
to  reflect  the  provisions  and 
administration  of  a  joint  labor- 
management  container  royalty  fund 
established  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
and  distiibating  additional  container 
royalties  in  ILA  ports  from  Maine  to 
Texas. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

Joseph  C  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92r8008med  4-7-62;  8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

[Docket  No.  7100-0128] 

Bank  Holding  Company  Reporting 
Requirements 

agency:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

action:  Final  approval  of.  and  interim 
approval  of,  agency  forms. 

BACKGROUND:  Notice  is  hereby  given  of 
final  approval  by  the  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  of  revisions  to  the  Consolidated 
Financial  Statements  for  Bank  Holding 
Companies  With  Total  Consolidated 
Assets  of  $150  Million  or  More  or  With 
More  Than  One  Subsidiary  Bank  (FR  Y- 
9C;  OMB  No.  7100-0128)  as  well  as  two 
other  bank  holding  company  reports, 
under  delegated  authority  ^m  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB),  as  per  5  CFR  1320.9  (OMB 
Regulations  on  Controlling  Paperwm'k 
Burdens  on  the  Public.)*  Ihe  ^ard  has 
considered  the  one  public  comment 
received  and  has  determined  that  the 
changes  as  proposed,  should  become 
final. 

In  addition,  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
interim,  approval  oL  and  a  request  for 
public  comment  with  respect  to,  changes 
made  to  the  FR  Y-9C  report  to  parallel 
changes  made  to  the  commercial  bmik 
Reports  of  Condition  and  Income  for  the 
Mctrch  1992,  reporting  date.*  These 
additional  interim  reyisions  are 
consistent  with  the  Board’s  policy  to 
maintain,  to  tibie  extent  possible, 
agreement  between  the  bank  holding 
company  reports  and  the  commercial 
bank  reports.  Bank  holding  conqianies 
have  reported,  in  prior  quarters,  that  the 
impact  on  reporti^  brnden  is  lessened 
when  parallel  changes  sxe  made 
concurrently  to  the  FR  Y-9C  bank 
holding  company  report  and  the  Reports 
of  Condition  and  Inc(Hae.  Based  on  tiie 
comments  received  from  respondents  to 
previous  data  collection  notices,  and 
Board’s  policy  of  maintaining 
consistency  between  the  two  reports, 
ti!te  Board  tA  Governors  has  given 
approval  to  make  these  additional 
changes  to  the  bank  hdding  con^wny 
reports,  on  an  interim  basis,  with 

>  The  oth«(«pert»  being  levtocd  are  8m  PBient 
Company  Only  Finaneid  Statementa  for  Bank 
Holding  Companiea  With  Total  Consolidated  Assets 
of  8150  Million  or  More,  or  With  More  Than  One 
Subsidiary  Bank  (FR  Y-SLP;  OMB  No.  7100^28) 
and  the  Parent  Company  Oa^  Financial  StatenMetn 
tor  One  Bank  Holding  Companias  edtk  Total 
Consolidated  Assets  of  Less  Than  $150  Million  (FR 
Y-8SP;  OMB  No.  710SOI28]. 

*  One  of  Um  pwposed  Hems  was  added  to  the 
Report  tif  Con(Ution  and.  Ineaine  at  an  earlier  date. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  68  /  Wednesday,  April  8,  1992  /  Notices 


11953 


opportunity  for  public  comment.  These 
revisions  parallel  changes  to  the  Reports 
of  Condition  and  Income  approved  for 
the  first  quarter  and  will  help  insiue  the 
consistency  of  the  Federal  Reserve’s 
data  collections  and  will  be  more 
convenient  for  respondents. 

All  changes  to  the  reporting 
requirements  for  bank  holding 
companies  are  to  be  effective  with  the 
March  31, 1992,  reporting  date. 
dates:  All  comments  regarding  changes 
made  on  an  interim  basis  must  be 
submitted  on  or  before  May  8, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments,  wUch  should 
refer  to  the  OMB  Docket  number  should 
be  addressed  to  Mr.  William  W.  Wiles, 
Secretary,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  20th  and  C 
Streets.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20551,  or 
delivered  to  room  B-2223  between  8:45 
a.m.  and  5:15  p.m.  Comments  received 
may  be  inspected  in  room  B-1122 
between  8:45  a.m.  and  5:15  p.m.,  except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  261.8(a)  of  Ae 
Board's  Rules  Regarding  Availability  of 
Information,  12  CFR  261.8(a). 

A  copy  of  the  conunents  may  also  be 
submitted  to  the  OMB  desk  officer  for 
the  Bomd:  Gary  Waxman,  Office  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  room  3208, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

SUMMARY:  Under  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1956,  as  amended,  the 
Board  is  responsible  for  the  supervision 
and  regulation  of  all  bank  holcfing 
companies.  After  consideration  of  the 
one  public  comment  received,  the  Board 
has  given  final  approval  to  the  revisions 
of  the  FR  Y-9C,  as  well  as  two  other 
bank  holding  company  reports.^ 

The  revisions  to  the  FR  Y-9C,  which 
the  Board  has  given  final  approval, 
reflect  the  implementation  of  changes 
adopted  by  the  Board  in  October  1991 
and  January  1992  to  the  components  of 
risk-based  capital.  These  revisions  are 
needed  to  accurately  calculate  risk- 
based  capital  ratios  of  bank  holding 
companies.  Moreover,  additional 
revisions  have  been  included  in 
response  to  initiatives  taken  to  address 
issues  relating  to  credit  availability.  The 
Federal  Reserve  also  approved  the 
consolidation  of  the  two  versions  of 
Schedule  HC-B,  Loans  and  Lease 
Financing  Receivables,  and  Schedule 
HC-I,  Risk-Based  Capital,  into  a  single 


*  The  other  reports  being  revised  are  the  Parent 
Company  Only  Financial  Statements  for  Bank 
Holding  Companies  With  Total  Consolidated  Assets 
of  $150  Million  or  More,  or  With  More  Than  One 
Subsidiary  Bank  (FR  Y-9LP;  OMB  Na  7100.0128) 
and  the  Parent  Compamy  Only  Financial  Statements 
for  One  Bank  Holding  Companies  with  Total 
Consolidated  Assets  of  Less  Than  $150  Million  (FR 
Y  9SP:  OMB  No.  71000128). 


version  of  those  schedules  to  simplify 
the  reporting  form  and  analysis  of  the 
data. 

In  addition,  the  Board  has  given 
approval,  on  an  interim  basis,  to 
additions  to  the  FR  Y-9C  that  are 
comparable  to  those  revisions  made  to 
the  commercial  bank  Reports  of 
Condition  and  Income  for  the  March 
1992,  reporting  date.  Thes6  interim 
revisions  result  in  (1)  splitting  Schedule 
HC,  item  lO.b,  into  “Purchased  credit 
card  relationships”  and  “All  other 
identifiable  intangible  assets,"  and  (2) 
adding  detail  to  ^hedule  HC-G, 
Memoranda,  item  17,  on  the  outstanding 
principal  balance  of  1-4  family 
residential  mortgage  loans  serviced 
imder  contract  wi  A  quasi-govemmental 
agencies  (GNMA,  FNMA  and  FHLMC) 
and  other  contracts  to  identify  varying 
amounts  of  risk  of  loss  to  the  servicer  on 
mortgages  serviced  under  a  servicing 
contract.  One  additional  item,  which 
was  included  on  the  commercial  bank 
Reports  of  Condition  and  Income 
effective  with  the  March  1991  reporting 
date,  has  been  added  to  Schedule  HC-G, 
item  18,  “Excess  residential  mortgage 
servicing  fees  receivable.” 

Revisions  Approved  Under  OMB 
Delegated  Authority — the  Approval  of 
the  Collection  of  the  Following  Reports: 

1.  FR  Y-9C  (OMB  No.  7100-0128), 
Consolidated  Financial  Statements  for 
Bank  Holding  Companies  with  Total 
Consolidated  Assets  of  $150  million  or 
More,  or  With  More  Than  One 
Subsidiary  Bank; 

This  report  is  to  be  filed  by  all  bank 
holding  companies  that  have  total 
consolidated  assets  of  $150  million  or 
more  and  by  all  multibank  holding 
companies  regardless  of  size.  The 
following  bai^  holding  companies  are 
exempt  from  filing  the  FR  Y-9C,  unless 
the  Board  specifically  requires  an 
exempt  company  to  file  the  report:  bank 
holding  companies  that  are  subsidiaries 
of  another  bank  holding  company  and 
have  tot&l  consolidated  assets  of  less 
than  $1  billion;  bank  holding  companies 
that  have  been  granted  a  hardship 
exemption  by  the  Board  under  section 
4(d)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act; 
and  foreign  banking  organizations  as 
defined  by  section  211.23(b)  of 
Regulation  K.  The  revised  report  is  to  be 
implemented  on  a  quarterly  basis  as  of 
March  31, 1992,  with  a  submission  date 
of  45  days  after  the  “as  of  date. 

Report  Title:  Consolidated  Financial 
Statements  for  Bank  Holding  Companies 
with  Total  Consolidated  Assets  of  $150 
million  or  More,  or  With  More  Than  One 
Subsidiary  Bank. 

Agency  Form  Number:  FR  Y-9C 
OMB  Docket  Number  7100-0128 


Frequency:  Quarterly 
Reporters:  Bank  Holding  Companies 
Annual  Reporting  Hours:  148,054 
Estimated  Average  Hours  per  Response: 
Range  from  5  to  1,250  hours 
Number  of  Respondents:  1,598 

Small  businesses  are  affected. 

The  information  collection  is 
mandatory  (12  U.S.C.  1844)  and  part  of 
the  information  is  given  confidential 
treatment.  Confidential  treatment  is  not 
routinely  given  to  the  remaining 
information  on  the  form.  However, 
confidential  treatment  for  the  remaining 
information,  in  whole  or  in  part,  can  be 
requested  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  to  the  form. 

2.  FR  Y-9LP  (OMB  No.  7100-0128),  Parent 
Company  Only  Financial  Statements  for 
Bank  Holding  Companies  With  Total 
Consolidated  Assets  of  $150  million  or 
More,  or  With  More  Than  One 
Subsidiary  Bank; 

This  report  is  to  be  filed  on  a  parent 
company  only  basis  by  all  bank  holding 
compamies  that  have  total  consolidated 
assets  of  $150  million  or  more,  or  have 
more  than  one  subsidiary  bank.  Bank 
holding  companies  of  any  size  that  are 
controlled  by  another  bank  holding 
company  that  has  total  consolidated 
assets  of  $150  million  or  more,  or  have 
more  than  one  subsidiary  bank  must  file 
the  FR  Y-9LP.  The  following  bank 
holding  companies  are  exempt  fit)m 
filing  the  FR  Y-9LP,  unless  the  Board 
specifically  requires  an  exempt 
company  to  file  the  report:  bank  holding 
companies  that  have  been  granted  a 
hardship  exemption  by  the  Board  under 
section  4(d)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  and  foreign  banldng 
organizations  as  defined  by  section 
211.23(b)  of  Regulation  K.  This  report  is 
to  be  submitted  with  the  consolidated 
financial  statements  required  above. 

The  revised  report  is  to  be  implemented 
on  a  quarterly  basis  as  of  March  31. 

1992,  with  a  submission  date  of  45  days 
after  the  “as  of  date. 

Report  Title:  Parent  Company  Only 
Financial  Statements  for  Bank  Holding 
Companies  With  Total  Consolidated 
Assets  of  $150  million  or  More,  or  With 
More  Than  One  Subsidiary  Bank. 
Agency  Form  Number:  FR  Y-9LP 
OMB  Docket  Number  7100-0128 
Frequency:  Quarterly 
Reporters:  Bank  Holding  Companies 
Annual  Reporting  Hours:  32,474 
Estimated  A  verage  Hours  per  Response: 
Range  from  2  to  13.5  hours 
Number  of  Respondents:  1,933 

Small  businesses  are  affected. 

The  information  collection  is 
mandatory  (12  U.S.C.  1844).  Confidential 
treatment  is  not  routinely  given  to  the 
information  on  the  form.  However, 
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confidential  treatment  for  the 
informatkm  can  be  requested  far 
accordance  widi  the  imtructions  to  die 
form. 

3.  FR  Y-9SP  (OMB  No.  710fMn28}.  Parent 
Company  Only  Financial  Statements  for 
One  Baidc  HoldiBg  Companies  With 
Total  ConsoUdated  Assets  of  Less  Than 
SlSOMiUion; 

This  report  is  to  be  filed  by  all  one 
bank  having  companies  with  total 
consolidated  assets  of  less  than  $150 
million.  The  revised  report  ia  to  be 
implesMuted  on  a  semi-annuel  basis  as 
of  June  3Qi  1992.  with  a  submission  date 
of  45  days  after  the  “aa  <£'  date.  The 
following  bank  holding  ccxnpmies  are 
exranpt  from  filing  the  FR  T-9SP,  unless 
the  Board  specifically  requires  an 
exempt  company  to  file  the  report  bank 
holdi^  companies  that  have  been 
granted  a  haiidship  exen^tion  by  die 
Board  under  section  4(d)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  and  foreign 
banking  organizations  as  defined  by 
section  211.23(b)  of  Regulatitm  K. 

Report  Title:  Puent  Con^iany  Only 
Financial  Statements  for  One  Bank 
Holding  Companies  With  Total 
Consolidated  Assets  ol  Less  Than  $150 
Million. 

Agency  Form  Number.  FR  Y-^P 
OMB  Docket  Number  7100-0129 
Frequency:  Semi-annual 
Reporters:  Bank  Holding  Companies 
Annual  Reporting  Hours:  28.854 
Estimated  Average  Hours  per  Response: 
Range  from  1.5  to  6.0  hours 
Number  of  Respondents:  4,439 

Small  businesses  are  affected. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Arleen  Lustig,  Supervisory  Financial 
Analyst,  EMvision  of  Banldng 
Supervision  and  Regulation  (202/452- 
2987),  Robert  T.  Maahs,  Senior  Financial 
Analyst  Division  of  Banking 
Supervision  and  Regulation  (202/872- 
4935),  or  Mark  Benton,  Financial 
Analyst  Division  of  Banking 
Supervision  and  Regulation  (202/452- 
5205).  The  following  incQviduals  may  be 
contacted  with  respect  to  issues  related 
to  the  Paperworic  Reduction  Act  of  1980: 
Stephen  Sicdiano,  Special  Assistant  to 
the  General  Coimsel  for  Administrative 
Law,  Legal  Division.  (202/45Z-3920); 
Frederick ).  SchroedCT,  Chiet  Financial 
Reports,  Division  of  Research  htiH 
Statistics  (202-452-3829);  and  Gary 
Waxmanv  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  New 
Executive  Office  Budffin^  room  3208, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

SUPPLEMENTARV  INFORMATION;  The 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Ssrstem  has  givat  final  approval 
imder  delegated  auth^ty  frnra  the 
Office  of  Mmiegenent  and  Budget 


(OMB)  to  the  revisions  in  the  following 
reports.  The  reports  are: 

1.  FR  Y-9C  (OMB  No.  7100-0128).  the 
Consolidated  Fliumcial  Statements  for 
Bank  Holding  Companies  With  Total 
Consolidated  Assets  of  $150  Million  or 
More  or  With  More  Than  One 
Subsidiary  Bank: 

2.  FR  Y-9LP  (OMB  No.  noO-0128).  the 
Parent  Company  Only  Financial 
Statements  for  Bank  Holding  Companies 
With  Total  Consolidated  Assets  of  $150 
Million  or  More,  or  With  More  Than 
One  Subsidiary  Bank; 

3.  FR  Y-9SP  (OMB  No.  7100-0128),  the 
Parent  Company  Only  Financial 
Statements  for  One  Bank  Holding 
Compames  With  Total  Consolidated 
Assets  of  Less  Than  $150  MUion. 

In  adffition,  die  Board  of  Governors 
has  given  approval,  on  an  interim  basis, 
and  requested  pubUc  comment  to 
changes  made  to  the  FR  Y-9C  report  to 
paraUel  changes  made  to  the 
commercial  bank  Reports  of  Condition 
and  Income  for  the  h^rch  1992, 
reporting  date. 

The  FR  Y-9C  consolidated  financial 
statements  are  filed  by  large  bank 
holding  companies  and  ba^  holding 
companies  with  more  than  one 
subsidiary  bank.  The  report  includes  a 
balcmce  sheet  income  statement  and 
statement  of  changes  in  equity  capital 
with  supporting  sdiedules  provid^ 
information  on  securities,  loans,  risk- 
based  capital  deposits,  interest 
sensitivity,  average  balances,  off- 
balance  sheet  activities,  past  due  loans, 
and  loan  charge-offs  and  recoveries.  The 
parent  company  statement  FR  Y-9LP,  is 
filed  by  large  bank  holding  companies 
that  also  file  the  FR  Y-9C.  The  I^  Y-9LP 
contains  a  balance  sheet  and  income 
statement  widi  a  supporting  schedule  on 
investments  in  subsi^aries,  a  statement 
of  cash  flows  and  other  selected  items. 
The  parent  compeiny  statement  FR  Y- 
9SP,  is  filed  by  one  bank  hnlHing 
companies  with  total  consoUdated 
assets  of  less  than  $150  million.  The  FR 
Y-9SP  contains  a  balance  sheet  and 
hicome  statement 

The  Board  gave  approval,  on  a 
preliminary  basis,  to  the  initial 
component  of  the  revisions  of  beuik 
holding  company  reporting  requirements 
on  November  12, 1991.  The  notice  of  the 
new  reporting  requirements  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  in 
December  1991  (56  FR  64639  December 
U,  1991).  The  comment  period  ended  on 
January  8;  1992. 

Comments  on  the  additional  revisions, 
which  parallel  changes  made  to  the 
commercial  bank  Reports  of  Condition 
and  Income,  to  the  bank  holding 
company  reporting  requirementa 
approved  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of 


the  Federal  Reserve  System,  on  an 
interim  basis,  on  March  26. 1992,  will  be 
accepted  through  May  8, 1992.  The 
reporting  requirements  approved  by  the 
Board  are  listed  above  u^er  Revisions 
Approved  under  OMB  Delegated 
Authority — the  Approval  of  the 
Collection  of  the  Fallowing.  Reports. 

The  FR  Y-8  reports  historically  have 
been,  and  continue  to  be,  the  primary 
soinrce  of  financial  information  on  bank 
holding  companies  mid  their  nonbanking 
activities  between  on-site  inspections. 
Financial  information,  as  well  as  ratios 
developed  from  the  Y  series  reports,  are 
used  to  detect  emerging  financial 
problems,  to  review  pei^rmance  for 
pre-inspection  analyses,  to  evaluate 
bank  holding  company  mergers  and 
acquisitions,  and  to  anal3rze  a  holding 
company’s  overall  financial  condition 
and  performance  as  part  of  die  Federal 
Reserve  System’s  overall  analytical 
effort.  The  revisions  to  the  bank  holding 
company  reporting  requirements  over 
the  last  several  years  have  been 
directed  towards  (a)  strengthening  the 
Federal  Reserve’s  ability  to  monitor  risk 
between  on-site  inspections,  O^) 
identifying  supervisory  problems  at  an 
earlier  stage,  and  (c^  monitoring  tiie 
bank  holding  companies’  capital 
adequacy. 

Public  Comments 

Only  one  comment  letter  was  received 
on  the  initial  revisions  to  the  bank 
holding  company  reporting 
requirements.  This  letter  concerned  the 
disclosure  of  restructiued  assets  in 
compliance  with  modified  terms  that 
yielded  a  market  rate  at  the  time  of 
restructuring,  which  ia  collected  on 
Schedule  HC-A.  Securities,  and 
Schedule  HC-B.  Loans  and  Lease 
Financing  Receivables.  The  Board 
reviewed  the  comment  with  the 
respondent  and  clarified  that  the 
additional  items  were  in  agreement  with 
the  intent  and  meeming  of  Financial 
Accounting  Standards  Board  (FASB) 
Statement  No.  15,  “Accounting  by 
Debtors  and  Creditors  for  Troubled  Debt 
Restructuring.” 

Report  Fonu  Reviskms 

Final  Changes  to  the  FR  Y-9C 

The  FR  Y-9C  is  a  set  (rf  quarterly 
financial  statements  filed  by  bank 
holding  companies  on  a  consolidated 
basis.  The- Board  has  approved  changes 
to  this  report  that:  (l)i  Reflect  the 
implementation  of  ehemges  adopted  by 
the  Board  in  October  1991  and  January 
1992  to  the  components  of  risk-based 
capital;  and  (2)  have  been  included  in 
response  to  initiatives  taken  to  address 
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issues  relating  to  credit  availability.  The 
Federal  Reserve  also  approved  the 
consolidatioD  of  the  two  versions  of 
Schedule  HC-B,  Loans  and  Lease 
Financing  Receivables,  and  Schedule 
HC-L  Ri^-Based  Capital,  into  a  single 
version  of  those  schedules  to  simplify 
the  reporting  iatm  and  analysis  of  the 
data. 

Final  Changes  to  the  FR  Y-9LP 

The  FR  Y-9LP  is  set  of  quarterly 
financial  statements  filed  for  the  parent 
company  only  by  bank  holding 
companies  with  total  consoHdated 
assets  of  $150  million  or  more  or  with 
more  than  one  subsidiary  bank.  The 
Federal  Reserve  af^oved  the  revisicm 
of  item  1  by  splitting  it  into  two  parts — 
“Cash  and  balances  due  from  subsidiary 
or  afhliated  depositary  institutions," 
and  “Cash  and  balances  due  from 
unrelated  depository  institutions." 

Final  Changes  to  the  FR  Y-9SP 

The  FR  Y-9SP  is  set  of  semiannual 
financial  statements  filed  for  the  parent 
company  only  of  one  bank  holding 
companies  with  total  consolidated 
assets  df  less  than  $150  million.  The 
Federal  Reserve  approved  the  revision 
of  item  1  by  splitting  it  into  two  parts — 
“Cash  and  balances  due  from  subsidiary 
or  affiliated  depository  institutions," 
and  “Cash  and  balances  due  from 
unrelated  depository  institutions." 

Interim  Changes  to  the  FR  Y-9C  For 
Which  Public  Comment  is  Requested 

1.  Add  an  additional  line  item  to 
Schedule  HC  •  Consolidated  Balance 
Sheet 

a.  Add  additional  detail  on  “other 
identifiable  intangibles"  by  collecting 
information  on  "Purchased  credit  card 
relationships",  and  “All  other 
identifiable  intangibles." 

2.  Add  two  line  items  to  Schedule  HC-G, 
Memoranda: 

a.  Add  an  item  to  collect  the  outstanding 
principal  balance  of  1-4  family 
residential  mortgage  loans  serviced  for 
others.  Additional  detail  to  the  line  item 
would  break  out  the  types  of  servicing 
contracts  with  GNMA,  FHLMC 
(serviced  with  recourse  to  the  servicer, 
and  without  recourse  to  the  servicer), 
and  mortgages  serviced  under  FNMA 
contract  (service  under  Special  Option 
Contract,  and  serviced  imder  Regular 
Option  contract).  Another  line  item  is 
addeu  to  collect  information  on 
mortgages  serviced  under  other 
servicing  contracts. 

b.  Add  an  item  to  collect  information  on 
the  excess  residential  mortgage 
servicing  fees  receivable. 


Legal  Status 

The  reports  are  required  by  law  (12 
U.S.C.  l^c)  and  (b)  and  §  225.5(b)  of 
Regulation  Y.  12  CFR  225.5(b)). 

The  Federal  Reserve  System  has  not 
considered  the  data  in  these  reports  to 
be  confidential.  However,  a  bank 
holding  company  may  request, 
confidratial  treatment  pursuant  to 
section  (bK4).  mid  (b)(6)  of  die  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)(4) 
and  (b)(6)).  Confidentiality  is  also 
granted  pursuant  to  section  b(8)  of  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552(b)(8))-  Section  (bK4)  provides 
exemption  for  “trade  secrets  and 
commercial  or  financial  information 
obtained  finm  a  person  and  privileged 
or  confidential."  Section  (b)(6)  provides 
exemption  for  “personnel  and  medical 
files  and  similar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly 
imwarranted  invasion  of  persoiial 
privacy."  Bection  (b)(8)  exempts  matters 
that  are  “contained  in  or  related  to 
examination,  operating,  or  condition 
reports  prepared  by,  on  behalf  of,  or  for 
the  use  of  an  agency  responsible  for  the 
regulation  supervision  of  financial 
institutions." 

However,  column  A  and  Memoranda 
item  2  of  Sdiedule  HC-H,  Past  Due  and 
Nonaccrual  Loans,  Lease  Financing 
Receivables,  Placements,  and  Other 
Assets,  and  all  items  of  Schedule  HC-K, 
Highly-Leveraged  Transactions,  are 
accorded  confidentiality  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  pursuant  to  section 
(b)(8)  of  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  552(bK8)). 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Analysis 

The  Board  certifies  that  the  batdc 
holding  company  reporting  requirements 
are  not  expected  to  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  small  entities 
within  the  meaning  of  die  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  [5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.]. 
Small  bai^  holding  conqianies  are 
required  to  report  semiannually,  rather 
than  quarteriy,  as  is  required  fraai  more 
complex  or  larger  companies.  The 
reporting  requirements  lot  the  small 
companies  require  significantly  less 
information  to  be  submitted  than  the 
amount  of  information  required  of 
multibank  or  large  bank  holding 
companies.  Additicmally,  the  reporting 
requirements  allow  for  reporting  of  less 
detail  for  the  smaller  cmapanies  on  the 
approved  items. 

The  information  that  is  collected  on 
the  reports  is  essential  for  the  detection 
of  emerging  financial  problems,  the 
assessment  of  a  holding  company's 
financial  condition  and  capital 
adequacy,  the  performance  of  pre¬ 
inspection  reviews,  and  the  evahtation 


of  expansion  activities  through  mergers 
and  acquisitions.  The  imposition  of  the 
reporting  requirements  is  essential  for 
the  Boai^s  supervisian  of  bank  holding 
companies  under  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act 

Board  of  Governors  of  die  Federal  Reserve 
System.  April  2, 1962. 
lennifer  ).  )ohnsoii. 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8044  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
BH-UNQ  CODE  S>1»-04-F 


Banc  One  Corp.,  et  aL;  AcquMtiona  of 
Companies  Engaged  in  Permissible 
Nonbanking  Actividea 

The  organizations  listed  in  this  notice 
have  applied  under  §  225.23(a)(2)  or  (f) 
of  the  Sard's  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.23(a)(2]  or  (f))  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.G 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.21(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  C311 225.21(a))  to  acquire  or 
control  voting  sectuities  or  assets  of  a 
company  engaged  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  S  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  baidc 
holding  companies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  sudh  activities  will  be  conducted 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Each  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
appheation  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
ihspectiem  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  the 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  “reasonably  be  expected 
to  produce  benfits  to  the  public,  such 
as  greater  convenience,  ino'eesed 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effect^  sudi 
as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsoimd 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  die 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 
not  suffice  in  heu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  each  of  these  applications 
must  be  received  at  the  Reserve  Bank 
indicated  for  the  application  or  the 
offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  not 
later  than  April  30, 1992. 
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A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland 
(John  J.  Wixted,  Jr^  Vice  President)  1455 
^st  Sixth  Street  Cleveland,  Ohio  44101: 

1.  Banc  One  Corporation,  Columbus, 
Ohio:  and  Banc  One  Mortgage 
Corporation,  Indianapolis,  Indiana;  to 
acquire  certain  assets  and  liabilities  of 
Diamond  Savings  and  Loan  Company, 
Findlay,  Ohio,  and  Diamond  Moi^age 
Corporation,  Findlay,  Ohio,,  and  thereby 
engage  in  mortgage  loan  servicing 
activities  pursuant  to  S  225^(b)(l)  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation  Y. 

2.  Fifth  Third  Bancorp,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio;  to  acquire  First  Federal  Savings 
and  Locm  Association  of  Lima,  Ohio, 
Lima,  Ohio,  and  thereby  engage  in 
operating  a  savings  association  pursuant 
to  §  225.25(b)(9)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  April  2, 1992. 

Jennlfw  ).  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8009  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  S210-01-F 


Rrst  Metro  Bancorp,  at  aL;  Formations 
of;  Acquialtiona  by;  and  Mergers  of 
Bank  Holding  Companies 

’The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842)  and  § 
225.14  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.14]  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  or  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  applications 
€u%  set  forth  in  section  3(c]  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Each  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  or  to  the  offices  of  the 
Board  of  Governors.  Any  comment  on 
an  application  that  requests  a  heeuing 
must  include  a  statement  of  why  a 
written  presentation  would  not  suffice  in 
lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying  specifically 
any  questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute 
and  summarizing  the  evidence  that 
would  be  presented  at  a  hearing. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  each  of  these  applications 
miut  be  received  not  later  than  April  30, 
1992. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Robert  E.  Heck,  Vice  President]  104 
Marietta  Street,  NW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303: 


1.  First  Metro  Bancorp,  Muscle 
Shoals,  Alabama;  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
Metro  Bank,  Muscle  Shoals,  Alabama. 

2.  Pioneer  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee;  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  vothng  shares  of  Pioneer 
Bank,  Chattanooga,  Tennessee. 

3.  Sarasota  BanCorporation,  Inc., 
Sarasota,  Florida;  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Sarasota 
Bank,  Sarasota,  Florida,  a  de  novo  bank. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(David  S.  Epstein,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690; 

1.  Banner  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Bimamwood, 
Wisconsin;  to  acquire  82  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  ^tzen  Independents, 
Inc.,  Eitzen,  Minnesota,  and  thereby 
indirectly  acquire  Eitzen  State  Bank, 
Eitzen,  Minnesota. 

2.  Gore  Bronson  Bancorp,  Prospect 
Heights,  Illinois:  to  acquire  96.83  percent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Water  Tower 
Bank,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas  (W. 
Arthur  ’Tribble,  Vice  President)  400 
South  Akard  Street,  Dallas,  Texas  75222: 

1.  A.N.B.  Holding  Company,  Ltd., 
Terrell,  Texas;  to  acquire  30  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  American 
National  Bank  of  Terrell,  Terrell,  Texas. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  April  2, 1992. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8010  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BHXINQ  CODE  SSIO-OI-F 


National  Bank  of  Canada,  at  al,; 
Applications  to  Engage  de  novo  In 
Permissible  Nonbanking  Activities 

'The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  filed  £in  application  imder  $ 
225.23(a)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.23(a)(1))  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
Baiik  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8)]  and  §  225.21 (a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  CFR  225.21(a))  to  commence  or  to 
engage  de  novo,  either  directly  or 
throu^  a  subsidiary,  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  S  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  such  activities  will  be  conducted 
throu^out  the  United  States. 

Eaw  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 


inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  the 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  “reasonably  be  expected 
to  produce  benefits  to  the  public,  such 
as  greater  convenience,  increased 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effects,  such 
as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices."  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 
not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  the  applications  must  be 
received  at  the  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
or  the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
not  later  than  April  27, 1992. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(William  L  Rutledge,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

1.  National  Bank  of  Canada, 

Montreal,  Canada;  to  engage  de  novo  in 
the  provision  of  securities  brokerage 
services,  related  securities  credit 
activities,  and  incidental  activities  such 
as  offering  custodial  services  and  cash 
management  services  purusant  to  § 
225.25(b)(15];  and  underwriting  and 
dealing  in  obligations  of  the  United 
States,  general  obligations  that  state 
member  banks  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  may  be  authorized  to  underwrite 
and  deal  in,  acceptances  and  certificates 
of  deposit  to  the  extent  pursuant  to  § 
225.25(b](16)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia  (Thomas  K.  Desch,  Vice 
President)  100  North  6th  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19105: 

1.  Franklin  Financial  Services 
Corporation,  Chambersburg, 
Pennsylvania;  to  engage  de  novo  through 
its  subsidiary,  FFSC  Interim  Federal 
Savings  Bank,  Waynesboro, 
Pennsylvania,  in  operating  a  savings 
association  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(9]  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation  Y.  These 
activities  will  be  conducted  in  Franklin 
County,  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Robert  E.  Heck,  Vice  President)  104 
Marietta  Street,  NW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303: 
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1.  Barnett  Banks,  Inc.,  Jadc^sonville, 
Florida;  Xo  denovo  in  making,  acquiring, 
and  servicing  loans  pursuant  to  § 
225.2S(b)(l)  of  the  Board’s  Regulatkm  Y. 

D.  Federal  Reserve  Bade  of  Qiicago 
(David  S.  Epstein,  Vice  President]  230 
South  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  First  Midwest  Bancorp,  Naperville, 
Illinois;  to  engage  de  novo  in  making 
and  servicing  loans  pursuant  to  § 
225.25(b)(1)  of  the  Board's  Regulation  Y. 
These  ac^vities  will  be  conducted  in 
Danville,  Illinois;  Moline,  Illinois; 
Plainfield,  Illinois,  and  Waukegan, 
Illinois. 

E.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis  (James  M.  Lyon,  Vice 
Presid^t)  250  Marquette  Avenue, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55480: 

1.  Security  Bank  Shares,  Inc.,  Iron 
River,  Wisconsin;  to  engage  de  novo  in 
making  and  servicing  loans  pursuant  to 
S  225.25(b)(1)  of  the  Board's  Regulation 
Y. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  April  2, 1992. 

Jennifer  ).  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6011  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  cooe  6210-01-F 


Ann  McKeel  Roes;  Change  in  Bank 
Control  Notice;  Acquisition  of  Shares 
of  Banks  or  Bank  Holding  Companies 

The  notificant  listed  below  has 
applied  under  the  Change  in  Bank 
Control  Act  (12  U.SX}.  18170))  and  S 
225.41  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.41)  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  The  factors  that  eue 
considered  in  acting  on  notices  are  set 
forth  in  paragraph  7  of  the  Act  (12  U.SX3. 
1817(j){7)). 

The.  notice  is  available  for  immediate 
inspection  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
indicated.  Once  the  notice  has  been 
accepted  for  processing,  it  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  at  the  offices  of 
the  Board  of  Governors.  Interested 
persons  may  express  their  views  in 
writing  to  die  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  die  notice  or  to  the  offices  of  the 
Board  of  Governors.  Comments  must  be 
received  not  later  dian  April  30, 1992. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Adanta 
(Robert  E.  Heck,  Vice  President)  104 
Marietta  Street,  NW.,  Adanta.  Georgia 
30303: 

1.  Ann  McKeel  Ross,  Tenqile  Terrace, 
Florida;  to  acquire  2.70  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  Terrace  Bank  of 
Florida,  Tampa,  Florida. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  April  2. 1992. 

Jennifer  |.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8012  Hied  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
BiuiNQ  cooc  erw-oi-f 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Administration  for  CMMron  wtd 
Families 

SoiicitatioR  of  Nominations  for 
Membership  on  the  US.  Advisory 
Board  on  Child  Abuse  and  Neglact 

agency:  Administration  for  Qiildren 
and  Families  (ACF)  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  solicitation  of 
nominations  for  membership  on  the  U.S. 
Advisory  Board  for  Child  Abuse  and 
Neglect 

summary:  Section  102(b)  of  the  Child 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Treatment  Act 
(Public  Law  100-294,  provides  that  the 
Secretary  shall  appoiiit  members  to  the 
Advisory  Board  on  Child  Abuse  and 
Neglect  This  notice  solicits  nominations 
for  appointment  to  the  Board,  sets 
procedures  for  submission  and  receipt  of 
nominations,  and  provides  infemnation 
concerning  the  membership,  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  the  BoaM. 

DATES:  Nominations  must  be  received 
by  May  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Nomination  must  be  in 
writing  and  submitted  as  follows: 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Children  and 
Families,  370  L'Enfant  Promenade.  SW.. 
suite  600,  Washington,  DC  20447. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Megan  Hedden,  Special  Assistant 
Administration  for  Children  and 
Families.  (202)  401-2337. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

A.  Background 

The  U.S.  Advisory  Board  on  Child 
Abuse  and  Neglect  (the  Board)  was 
establidied  under  provisions  of  Public 
Law  100-294,  which  reenacted  die  Qiild 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Treatment  Act 
(the  Act).  The  Board  came  into  existence 
on  May  30, 1989.  Section  102(b)  of  the 
Act  requires  the  Secretary  to  publish  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Regnter  sobciting 
nominations  for  the  appointment  of 
members  from  the  general  puldic  to  the 
Board. 

The  Act  specifies  the  compoudon  of 
the  Board,  the  number  of  members, 
professional  and  other  areas  of 
expertise,  terms  of  office,  meeting 
duties,  and  compensation  of  members. 
This  information  is  provided  below  in 


order  to  solicit  the  nominabon  of  five 
highly  quedified  persons  to  the  Board. 

Any  changes  to  the  nomination 
process  and/or  the  Board's  composition, 
responsibibties  and  comjiensation 
which  result  fiom  the  likelihood  that  the 
U.S.  Congress  wdl  enact  new 
authorizing  legislation  will  be 
implemented  as  appropriate. 

B.  Composition  of  the  Board 

The  Board  consists  of  15  members 
appointed  by  the  Secretary,  13  from  the 
general  public  and  two  from  the  Federal 
Government.  In  making  all  the 
appointments  from  the  general  public, 
the  Secretary  is  required  by  the  Act  to 
give  due  consideration  to  representation 
of  ethnic  or  racial  minorities  and  diverse 
geographic  areas. 

C.  Representation  on  the  Board 

The  pubbe  members  of  the  Board  must 
be  knowledgeable  in  diild  abuse  and 
neglect  prevention,  intervention, 
treatment,  or  research,  and  must 
represent  the  following  areas: 

(1)  Law  (including  tiie  judiciary); 

(2)  Psychology  (includ^  child 
development); 

(3)  Social  services  (inchiding  child  . 
protective  services); 

(4)  Mecbcine  (including  pediatrics); 

(5)  State  and  lcx:al  government; 

(6)  Organizatioiu  proviebng  services 
to  persons  with  ebss^iUties; 

(7)  O^anizations  proviebng  services 
to  adolescents; 

(8)  Teachers; 

(9)  Parent  self-help  organizabons; 

(10)  Parents’  groups;  and 

(11)  Voluntary  groups. 

D.  Terms  of  Office 

The  length  of  the  terms  to  which 
persons  from  the  general  public  are 
appointed  is  four  years,  except  for 
appointments  to  complete  the  balance  of 
terms  of  members  who  resigned  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  their  term.  Onoe 
appointed,  a  person  frenn  the  general 
pubhc  may  be  reappointed  to  an 
adchtional  consecnitive  term  and  may  be 
reappointed  to  non-conseentive  terms 
withcnit  hmit  at  tiie  discretion  of  the 
Secretary. 

E.  Meetings 

The  Board  meets  a  minimum  of  two 
times  per  year.  The  duratiem  of  eadi 
meeting  is  usually  four  days.  To  date, 
the  Bo^  has  h^  ten  meetings.  Much 
of  the  Board’s  work  is  completed  by 
conference  cmlls. 

F.  Duties  di  the  Board 

1.  The  Board  must  annaally  submit  to 
the  Seenretary  and  the  mpprepriate 
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Committees  of  the  Congress  a  report 
containing: 

(a)  Recommendations  on  coordinating 
Federal  child  abuse  and  neglect 
activities  to  prevent  duplication  and 
ensure  efficient  allocations  of  resources 
and  program  effectiveness;  and 

(b)  Recommendations  for  carrying  out 
the  piuposes  of  the  Act. 

2.  The  Board  must  annually  submit  to 
the  Secretary  and  the  Director  of  the 
National  Center  on  Child  Abuse  and 
Neglect  a  report  containing  long-term 
and  short-term  recommendations  on: 

(a)  Programs; 

(b)  Research; 

(c)  Gr£int  and  contract  needs; 

(d)  Areas  of  unmet  needs;  and 

(e)  Areas  to  which  the  Secretary 
should  provide  grant  and  contract 
priorities  under  the  Act’s  research  and 
demonstration  authorities. 

3.  The  Board  must  annually  review  the 
budget  of  the  National  Center  on  Child 
Abuse  and  Neglect  and  submit  to  the 
Director  a  report  concerning  each 
review. 

In  addition,  the  Board  holds  hearings, 
conducts  symposia,  and  issues  special 
reports  and  position  papers. 

G.  Compensation 

1.  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (3), 
members  of  the  Board,  other  than  ffiose 
regularly  employed  by  the  Federal 
government,  while  serving  on  business 
of  the  Board  may  receive  compensation 
at  the  rate  not  in  excess  of  the  diiily 
equivalent  payable  to  a  G&-18  employee 
xmder  section  5332  of  title  5,  United 
States  Code,  including  travel  time. 

2.  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (3), 
members  of  the  Board,  while  serving  on 
business  of  the  Board  away  from  their 
homes  or  regulator  places  of  business, 
may  be  allowed  travel  expenses 
(induding  per  diem  in  lieu  of 
subsistence]  as  authorized  by  section 
5703  of  title  5,  United  States  Code,  for 
persons  in  the  Government  service 
employed  intermittently. 

3.  The  Director  may  not  compensate  a 
member  of  the  Board  under  this  section 
if  the  member  is  receiving  compensation 
or  travel  expenses  from  another  source 
while  serving  on  business  of  the  Board. 

H.  Nominations 

At  this  time  the  Department  is 
solidting  nominations  for  five  members 
possessing  specific  expertise  in  child 
maltreatment  We  required  also 
representation  of  expertise  in  one  of  the 
following  areas:  elementary  or 
secondary  school  teaching.  State  and 
local  government  parents*  groups,  and 
voluntary  groups;  as  well  as  other  {ureas. 
The  term  of  the  seat  for  the  person  with 
expertise  in  elementary  or  secondary 


school  teaching  will  expire  on  May  29, 
1995.  Terms  for  the  other  seats  will 
expire  on  May  29, 1996.  Nominations 
must  be  in  writing  and  must  include 
biographical  information,  vitae,  address 
and  telephone  number  of  the  nominee, 
as  well  as  a  brief  description  of  relevant 
information  to  fulfill  the  required  areas 
of  expertise  stated  above  and  under 
sections  B  and  C  of  this  notice  and  to 
successfully  execute  the  responsibilities 
of  a  member  of  the  Board.  Two 
references  from  persons  with  personal 
knowledge  of  the  nominee’s  expertise  in 
the  field  of  child  maltreatment  {ind  in 
any  of  the  specific  categories  of 
representation  must  also  be  included. 
’The  same  individual  may  be  nominated 
for  a  seat  in  more  than  one  category. 
Nominations  may  be  made  for  one’s  self 
or  for  someone  else. 

Dated:  March  28, 1992. 

Jo  Anne  B.  Bamhardt, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Children  and 
Families. 

[FR  Doa  92-7980  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BNXINQ  cooe  4130-01-11 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  92F-0117] 

Hoechat  Aktiengeselischaft;  Food 
Additive  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  [FDA]  is  announcing 
that  Hoechst  Aktiengeselischaft  has 
filed  a  petition  proposing  that  the  food 
additive  regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  a  mixture  of 
methylated  4,4’-bis  (2-benzoxazolyl] 
stilbenes,  with  the  major  portion 
consisting  of  4-(2-benzoxazolyl]-4’-(5- 
methyl-2-benzoxazolyl]  stilbene  and 
lesser  portions  consisting  and  4,4’-bis  (2- 
benzoxazolyl]  stilbene,  as  an  optical 
brightener  in  all  food-contact  polymers. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Helen  R.  Thorsheim,  Center  for  Food 
Safety  and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-335], 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200  C 
St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204, 202- 
254-9511. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b](5]  (21  U.S.a  348(B](5]]], 
notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
2B4317]  has  been  filed  by  Hoechst 
Aktiengeselischaft,  c/o  1001  G  St.,  NW., 
suite  500  West,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
The  petition  proposes  to  amend  the  food 
additive  regidations  in  §  178.3297 
Colorants  for  polymers  (21 CFR 


178.3297]  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  a 
mixture  of  methylated  4,4’-bis(2- 
benzoxazolyl]  stilbenes,  with  the  major 
portion  consisting  of  4-(2-benzoxazolyl]- 
4’-(5-methyl-2-ben2oxazolyl]  stilbene 
and  lesser  portions  consisting  of  4,4’-bis 
(5-methyl-2-benzoxazolyl]  stilbene  and 
4,4’-bis  (2-benzoxazolyl]  stilbene,  as  an 
optical  brightener  in  all  food  contact 
polymers. 

'The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency’s 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c]. 

Dated:  March  31, 1992. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8029  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4160-01-M 


[Docket  No.  92F-01 11] 

Lubrizol  Corp.;  Filing  of  Food  Additive 
Petitions 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA]  is  announcing 
that  The  Lubrizol  Corp.  has  filed  three 
petitions  proposing  that  the  food 
additive  regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  poly(sodium 
2-acrylamido-2-methylpropanesulfonate] 
in  adhesives,  and  as  components  of 
paper  and  paperboard  intended  to 
contact  food. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Daniel  N.  Harrison,  Center  for  Food 
Safety  and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-335], 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200  C  St. 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204,  202-254- 
9500. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b](5]  (21  U.S.C.  348(b](5]]), 
notice  is  given  that  three  petitions  (FAP 
9B4133,  9B4131, 9B4132]  have  been  filed 
on  behalf  of  The  Lubrizol  Corp.,  29400 
Lakeland  Blvd.,  Wickliffe,  OH  44092- 
2298.  'The  petitions  propose  respectively 
that  the  food  additive  regulations  in 
S  175.105  Adhesives  (21  CFR  175.105], 

S  176.170  Components  of  paper  and 
paperboard  in  contact  with  aqueous  and 
fatty  foods.  (21  CFR  176.170],  and 
8  176.180  Components  of  paper  and 
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paperboard  in  contact  with  dry  food  (21 
CFR  176.180)  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  poly(sodium  2- 
acrylanudo-2-methylpropanesiilfonate] 
in  adhesives  and  as  components  of 
paper  and  paperboard  intended  to 
contact  food. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  It  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regxilation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency’s 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c). 

Dated:  March  31, 1992. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8027  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4160-01-« 


[Docket  No.  92G-0129] 

Weyerhaeuser  Co.;  Petition  for 
Affirmation  of  GRAS  Status 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  announcing 
that  Weyerhaeuser  Co.  has  filed  a 
petition  (GRASP  2G0388)  proposing  that 
cellulose  ((CeHioOsln.  an  unbranched 
polymer  of  D-glucopyranose  units  joined 
by  /3=l,4-gluco8idic  bonds)  derived  by 
culturing  Acetobacter  aceti  subspecies 
xylinum  be  affirmed  as  generally 
recognized  as  safe  (GRAS)  as  a  direct 
human  food  ingredient. 

DATES:  Written  comments  by  June  8, 

1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  comments 
to  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  rm  1-23, 12420  Parklawn 
Dr.,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Owen  Fields,  Center  for  Food  Safety 
and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-333),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-254-9523. 
SUPPLfMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201(s),  409(b)(5)  (21  U.S.C. 

321  (s),  348(b)(5)))  and  the  regulations  for 
affirmation  of  GRAS  status  in  §  170.35 
(21  CFR  170.35),  notice  is  given  that 
Weyerhaeuser  Co.,  Tacoma,  WA  98477, 
has  filed  a  petition  (GRASP  2G0388) 
proposing  that  cellulose  ((CsHioOsln.  an 
unbranched  polymer  of  D-glucopyranose 


units  joined  by  B=li4-glucosidic  bonds) 
derived  by  culturing  Acetobacter  aceti 
subspecies  xylinum  be  affirmed  as 
GRAS  for  use  as  a  direct  human  food 
ingredient. 

The  petition  has  been  placed  on 
display  at  the  Dockets  Management 
Branch  (address  above). 

Any  petition  that  meets  the 
requirments  outlined  in  §S  170.30  and 
170.35  is  filed  by  the  agency.  There  is  no 
prefiling  review  of  the  adequacy  of  data 
to  support  a  GRAS  conclusion.  Thus,  the 
filing  of  a  petition  for  GRAS  affirmation 
should  not  be  interpreted  as  a 
preliminary  indication  of  suitability  for 
GRAS  affimation. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency’s 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c). 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
June  8, 1992,  review  the  petition  and/or 
file  comments  (two  copies,  identified 
with  the  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document)  with  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (address  above). 
Comments  should  include  any  available 
information  that  would  be  helpful  in 
determining  whether  the  substance  is,  or 
is  not,  GRAS  for  the  proposed  use.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  and  received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  between  9  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  31, 1992. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

[FR  Doa  92-8026  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4160-01-M 


[Docket  No.  92N-0160] 

Fujisawa  USA,  Lyphomed  Division; 
Withdrawal  of  A^oval  of  One  New 
Drug  Application  and  Seven 
Abbreviated  New  Drug  Applications 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  withdrawing 
approval  of  one  new  drug  application 
(NDA)  and  seven  abbreviated  new  drug 
applications  (ANDA’s)  held  by  Fujisawa 
USA,  Lyphomed  Division  (Lyphomed], 
2045  North  Cornell  Ave.,  Melrose  Park, 


IL  60160.  Lyphomed  has  agreed  in 
writing  to  permit  FDA  to  withdraw 
approval  of  the  applications,  and  has 
waived  its  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

This  action  stems  from  the  discovery  of 
imtrue  statements,  unresolved 
discrepancies,  and  omissions  concerning 
information  used  to  support  approval  of 
the  application. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Christina  Good,  Center  for  Drug 
Evaluation  and  Reseeirch  (HFD-366), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  7500 
Standish  PL,  Rockville,  MD  20855,  301- 
295-8041. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Recently, 
FDA  became  aware  of  imtrue 
statements,  discrepancies,  and 
omissions  that  relate  to  manufacturing, 
control,  and  stability  tests  of  drug 
products  used  to  support  approval  of  the 
following  NDA  and  ANDA’s  held  by 
Lyphomed: 

NDA  18-507,  Furosemide  Injection,  10 
milligrams  per  milliliter  [mgfinL)-, 

ANDA  70-058,  Dopamine 
Hydrochloride  Injection,  40  mg; 

ANDA  70-059,  Dopamine 
Hydrochloride  Injection,  80  mg; 

ANDA  70-071,  Metronidazole 
Injection,  500  mg/lOO  mL; 

ANDA  70-134,  Bretylium  Tosylate 
Injection,  50  mg/mL; 

ANDA  70-295,  Metronidazole 
Hydrochloride  for  Injection,  500  mg 
base/vial; 

ANDA  70-364,  Dopamine 
Hydrochloride  Injection,  160  mg;  and 

ANDA  88-939,  Leucovorin  Calcium  for 
Injection,  50  mg  base/vial. 

After  careful  review  of  inspectional 
findings,  the  agency  determined  that 
there  was  sufficient  justification  to 
initiate  proceedings  to  withdraw 
approvd  of  the  products  listed  above. 
Lyphomed  was  notified  in  writing  of 
these  determinations  on  January  28, 

1992,  and,  in  accordance  with  21  CFR 
314.150(d],  was  offered  an  opportunity  to 
permit  FDA  to  withdraw  the 
applications.  Subsequently,  in  letters 
dated  March  5, 1992,  Lyphomed 
requested  withdrawal  of  the  NDA  and 
the  ANDA’s,  thereby  waiving  its 
opportunity  for  a  hearing.  During  the 
time  FDA  was  initiating  the  process  for 
downgrading  the  therapeutic 
equivalence  codes  of  the  applications, 
Lyphomed  specifically  requested 
withdrawal  of  ANDA  88-939  in  a  letter 
dated  February  10, 1992.  FDA  separately 
acknowledged  receipt  of  this  requested 
withdrawal  of  approval  for  ANDA  88- 
939  (Leucovorin  Calcium  for  Injection,  50 
mg  base/vial]  and  stated  that 
appropriate  notice  of  withdrawal  of 
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approval  would  be  given  by  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  in  accordance 
with  21  CFR  314.152. 

Therefore,  under  section  505(e]  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  35^e]),  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Center 
for  Drug  Evaluation  and  Research  (21 
CFR  5.82],  approval  of  the  ANDA’s  and 
the  NDA  listed  above,  and  all 
amendments  and  supplements  thereto  is 
withdrawn  effective  April  8, 1992. 
Distribution  of  these  products  in 
interstate  commerce  without  an 
approved  application  is  illegal  and 
subject  to  re^atory  action. 

Dated:  March  31, 1992. 

CariCPeck, 

Director,  Center  for  Drug  Evaluation  and 
Research. 

(FR  Doc  92-8026  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

Btumo  CODE  41«0-0t-M 


Social  Security  Administration 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions 
and  Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  S  of  the  Statement  of 
Organization,  Functions  and  Delegations 
of  Authority  for  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  (HHS) 
covers  the  Social  Security 
Administration  (SSA).  Notice  is  being 
given  that  chapter  S2,  of  the  Office  of 
the  Deputy  Commissioner,  Operations, 
is  being  amended  to  reflect  the 
establishment  of  a  new  office  in  that 
component  The  800  Number 
Management  Staff  (S2KA)  is  being 
deleted  firom  the  Office  of  Operations 
Management  and  Program  Integration 
(S2K],  and  the  Office  of  800  Number 
Operations  (S2M)  is  being  established. 
The  changes  are  as  follows: 

Section  S2K.00  Hie  Office  of 
Operaticms  Management  and 
Program  Integration — (Mission): 

(Correct  typographical  error  SlK.00  to 
S2K.00) 

Section  S2K.10  The  Office  of 
Operations  Management  and 
Program  Integration — 
(Organizadoo): 

Delete: 

D.  The  800  Number  Management  Staff 
(S2KA]. 

Reletten 

“E”  to ‘T)"  and ‘T’  to  "E." 

Section  S2IC20  The  Office  of 
Operations  Management  and 
Pi^am  Integration — (Fimctions): 

Delete: 

D.  The  800  Number  Management  Staff 
(SSCA)  in  its  entire^. 

Reletten 

“E“  to  “D"  and  “F"  to  “E." 

Add: 


Subchapter  S2M — ^The  Office  of  800 
Number  Operations 

S2M.00  Mission 

S2M.10  Organization 

S2M.20  Fimctions 

Section  S2M.00  The  Office  of  800 
Number  Operations — (Mission):  The 
Office  of  800  Number  Operations  is 
responsible  for  planning,  implementing, 
operating  and  evaluating  SSA's  800 
Number  service  to  the  public.  This  office 
develops  and  implements  plans  for 
routing  telephone  calls  within  the  800 
number  system  and  for  evaluating  and 
modifying  these  plans  as  needed  to 
maximize  call  answering  effectiveness 
and  efficiency.  The  office  plans  and 
conducts  studies  and  analyses  of  800 
number  operations  to  assess  and 
improve  the  service  provided. 

The  office  provides  broad  operations 
support  to  37  teleservice  centers  (TSCs), 
including  developing  and 
communicating  uniform  operating 
policies  and  procedures.  The  office 
establishes  dose,  effective  working 
relationships  with  SSA  policy,  program 
and  administrative  components  and 
with  other  Federal  agendas  which  have 
important  roles  in  the  delivery  and 
evaluation  of  SSA's  800  number 
telephone  service  to  the  public. 

Section  S2M.10  The  Office  of  800 
Number  Operations — (Organization): 

The  Office  of  800  Number  Operations 
includes: 

A.  The  Director  of  the  Office  of  800 
Number  Operations  (S2M). 

B.  The  Deputy  Dir^or  of  the  Office  of 
600  Number  Operations  (S2M). 

C.  The  Immediate  Office  of  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  800  Number 
Operations  (S2M). 

D.  The  Planning  Staff  (S2MA). 

E.  The  Operations  Staff  (S2hffi). 

F.  The  Teleservice  Control  Center 
(S2Mq. 

Section  S2M.20  The  Office  of  800 
Number  Operations — (Functions): 

A  The  Director,  Office  of  800  Number 
Operations  (S2M)  is  directly  responsible 
to  the  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Operations  (DCO)  for  carrying  out  the 
Office's  mission  relating  to  the  operation 
of  SSA's  national  800  Number  service 
and  provides  general  supervision  to  the 
major  components  in  the  Office. 

B.  The  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  800 
Number  Operations  (S2M)  assists  the 
Director  in  carrying  out  his/her 
responsibilities  and  performs  other 
duties  as  the  Director  may  prescribe. 

C.  The  Immefliate  Office  of  the  Office 
of  800  Number  Operations  (S2M) 
provides  the  Dilator  with  staff 
assistance  over  the  full  range  of  his/her 
responsibilities. 

D.  The  Planning  Staff  (S2MA). 


1.  Plans,  designs,  implements  and 
evaluates  studies  and  analyses  to  assess 
800  number  service  and  affected 
operational  goals  and  objectives.. 

2.  Develops  and  evaluates  800  number 
service  indicators.  Provides  leadership 
on  800  number  planning  initiatives  for 
the  DCO. 

3.  Studies  and  evaluates  the 
application  of  innovative  concepts  and 
technologies  for  SSA’s  national  800 
number  service. 

4.  Analyzes  800  number  management 
information  data,  evaluates  trends  and 
long-range  plaiming  needs  and  prepares 
executive-level  reports. 

5.  Evaluates  €ind  plans  for 
implementation  of  legislative  issues  that 
impact  SSA's  800  number  service. 

Works  with  other  SSA  components  and 
other  Federal  agencies  that  conduct 
evaluations  of  800  number  services. 

E.  The  Operations  Staff  (S2MB). 

1.  Plans,  develops,  implements  and 
evaluates  systematic  measurement 
processes  to  assess  the  operational 
effectiveness  fuid  efficiency  of  800 
number  operations. 

2.  Develops  and  maintains  the  TSC 
Operating  Guide,  other  TSC  operating 
instructions  and  teleservice 
representative  (TSR)  training  materials. 

3.  Develops  and  evaluates  plans  for 
the  effective  utilization  of  TSC 
resources.  Evaluates  the  use  of 
automated  equipment  and  backup 
answering  units. 

4.  Develops  and  evaluates  operational 
TRS  quality  review  policies.  Evaluates 
ins  training  needs  to  ensure  quality 
public  service  is  provided. 

F.  The  Teleservice  Control  Center 
(S2MC). 

1.  Plans,  develops,  implements  and 
evaluates  the  effectiveness  and 
efficiency  of  the  routing  of  800  number 
calls  to  tile  geographic^y  dispersed 
TSCs  that  provide  800  number  service. 

2.  Monitors  the  daily  operation  of 
routing  plans  and  works  closely  with 
management  in  TSCs  to  make 
emergency  changes  to  the  plans  to 
ensure  the  best  possible  public  service. 

3.  Develops  and  maintains  an 
effective  management  information 
system  needed  fw  the  800  number 
operation  and  produces  the  required 
reports.  Analyzes  the  information  to 
evaluate  the  routing  of  cabs. 

4.  Identifies  and  assesses  trends  and/ 
or  patterns  that  im|>act  call  volumes  and 
resource  requirements.  Project  call 
volumes  and  creates  staffing  models  and 
other  techniques  to  determine  future  call 
handling  capacity  needs. 
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Dated:  December  9, 1991. 

Louis  W.  Sullivan, 

Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services. 
[FR  Doc.  92-7876  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BtLUNQ  CODE  4910-11-M 


[Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling  92- 
4(11)1 

Bloodsworth  v.  Heckler;  Judicial 
Review  of  an  Appeals  Council 
Dismissal  of  a  Request  for  Review  of 
an  Administrative  Law  Judge  Decision 

agency:  Social  Security  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice  of  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  20  CFR 
422.406(b)(2]  published  January  11, 1990 
(55  FR  1012),  the  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security  gives  notice  of  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling  92-4(11). 

EFFECTIVE  date:  April  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ethel  B.  Hill,  Esq.,  Litigation  Staff,  Social 
Security  Administration,  6401  Security 
Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21235,  (410)  966- 
5044. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Although 
not  required  to  do  so  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1)  and  (a)(2),  we  are 
publishing  tUs  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling  in  accordance  with 
20  CFR  422.406(b)(2). 

A  Social  Seciuity  Acquiescence 
Ruling  explains  how  we  will  apply  a 
holding  in  a  decision  of  a  United  States. 
Court  of  Appeals  that  we  determine 
conflicts  with  our  interpretation  of  a 
provision  of  the  Social  Security  Act  or 
regulations  when  the  Government  has 
decided  not  to  seek  further  review  or  is 
unsuccessful  on  further  review. 

We  will  apply  the  holding  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals  decision  as  explained  in  this 
Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling  to 
Appeals  Council  dismissals  within  the 
Eleventh  Circuit.  This  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling  will  apply  to  aU 
determinations  and  decisions  made  on 
or  after  April  8, 1992.  If  we  made  a 
determination  or  decision  on  your 
application  for  benefits  between  April 
25, 1983,  the  date  of  the  Court  of 
Appeals’  decision  and  April  8, 1992,  the 
effective  date  of  this  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling,  you  may  request 
application  of  the  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling  to  your  claim  if 
you  first  demonstrate,  pursuant  to  20 
CFR  404.985(b)  or  416.1485(b),  that 
application  of  the  Ruling  could  change 
our  prior  determination  or  decision. 

If  this  Social  Security  Acquiescence 
Ruling  is  later  rescinded  as  obsolete,  we 
will  publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal 


Register  to  thdt  effect  as  provided  for  in 
20  CFR  404.985(e)  or  416.1485(e).  If  we 
decide  to  relitigate  the  issue  covered  by 
this  Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling 
as  provided  for  by  20  CFR  404.985(c)  or 
416.1485(c),  we  will  publish  a  notice  in 
the  Federd  Register  stating  that  we  will 
apply  our  interpretation  of  the  Act  or 
regulations  involved  and  explaining  why 
we  have  decided  to  relitigate  the  issue. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  Nos.  93.802  Social  Security — 
Disability  Insurance;  93.803  Social  Security — 
Retirement  Insurance;  93.805  Social 
Security — Survivor’s  Insurance;  93.806 — 
Special  Benefits  for  Disabled  Coal  Miners; 
93.807 — Supplemental  Seciuity  Income.) 

Gwendolyn  S.  King, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Acquiescence  Ruling  92-4(11) 

Bloodsworth  v.  Heckler,  703  F.2d  1233 
(11th  Cir.  1983) —  Judicial  Review  of  an 
Appeals  Council  Dismissal  of  a  Request 
for  Review  of  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  (ALJ)  Decision. 

Issue 

Whether  an  Appeals  Council 
dismissal  of  a  request  for  review  of  an 
ALJ  decision  is  a  "final  decision"  which 
is  judicially  reviewable. 

Statute/Regulation/Ruling  Citation 

Sections  205(g)  and  (h)  and  1631(c)(3) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.(3. 
sections  405(g)  and  (h)  and  1383(c)(3)): 

20  CFR  404.955,  404.967,  404.971,  404.972, 
404.982,  416.1455,  416.1467,  416.1471, 
416.1472, 416.1462  and  422.210. 

Circuit 

Eleventh  (Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia) 
Bloodsworth  v.  Heckler,  703  F.2d  1233 
(11th  Cir.  1983). 

Applicability  Of  Ruling 
This  ruling  applies  only  to  Appeals 
Council  dismissals  of  requests  for 
review  of  ALJ  decisions. 

Description  Of  Case 

In  1979,  Mr.  Jack  Bloodsworth,  the 
plaintiff  in  this  case,  filed  applications 
for  a  period  of  disability,  disability 
insurance  benefits,  and  supplemental 
security  income  payments.  The 
applications  were  denied  initially,  on 
reconsideration,  and  by  an  ALJ  after  a 
hearing.  The  claimant  missed  ihe  60  day 
time  limit  for  appealing  to  the  Appeals 
Council,  and  his  request  for  review  of 
the  ALJ  decision,  which  was  filed 
approximately  two  weeks  after  the 
deadline,  was  dismissed  by  the  Council 
on  the  basis  of  imtimeliness  without 
good  cause. 


The  claimant  then  filed  a  complaint  in 
Federal  district  court,  alleging  that 
denial  of  the  extension  of  time  to  file 
was  not  supported  by  substantial 
evidence.  'The  district  court  rejected  the 
Secretary’s  argument  that  it  lacked 
jurisdiction,  ^  reviewed  the  Appeals 
Council’s  denial  of  an  extension  of  time, 
and  remanded  the  case  for 
consideration  of  the  merits  of  Mr. 
Bloodsworth’s  claim.  On  remand,  the 
Appeals  Council  restated  its  position 
that  the  plaintiff’s  request  for  review 
was  untimely  filed  but  considered  the 
claim  on  the  merits  as  ordered,  and 
denied  the  plaintiff’s  request  for  review. 
The  district  court  affirmed  the  decision 
of  the  Secretary  and  the  plaintiff 
appealed.  On  appeal,  the  Secretary 
again  argued  that  the  district  court 
lacked  jurisdiction. 

Holding 

The  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  an 
Appeals  Council  dismissal  of  a  request 
for  review  of  an  ALJ  decision  for 
reasons  of  untimeliness  is  a  “final 
decision  of  the  Secretary  made  after  a 
hearing”  within  the  meaning  of  section 
205(g)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  *  and, 
therefore,  subject  to  judicial  review. 

The  appeals  court  said  that  regarding 
the  right  to  judicial  review,  neither  the 
statute  nor  the  regulations  make  any 
distinction  between  Appeals  Council 
dismissals  and  “determinations  on  the 
merits.”  The  court  found  that  both 
actions  are  equally  final  and  that  both 
trigger  a  right  to  review  by  the  district 
court.  The  court  read  20  CFR  404.972  and 
404.981  ®  to  provide  that  “an  Appeals 


*  The  Secretary  argued  that  the  district  court 
lacked  subject  matter  jurisdiction  under  sections 
205(g)  and  (h)  of  the  S^al  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
section  405(g]  and  (h)]  because  the  plaintiff  failed  to 
meet  the  “final  decision'*  and  “made  after  a 
hearing"  requirements  of  these  sections.  The 
Secretary  contended  that  (1)  dismissal  of  a  request 
for  review  on  the  basis  of  untimeliness  without 
“good  cause”  is  not  a  “final  decision”  for  it  does  not 
constitute  a  determination  on  the  merits  and  (2)  it  is 
not  “made  after  a  bearing”  because  no  hearing  is 
granted  solely  and  specifically  on  the  request  for 
review  itself. 

*  Section  205(g)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42 
U.S.C  section  405(g)  provides  in  pertinent  part  *  *  * 
any  individual,  after  any  final  decision  of  the 
Sectary  made  after  a  hearing  to  which  he  was  a 
party  *  *  *  ,  may  obtain  a  review  of  such  decision 
by  a  civil  action  commenced  within  sixty  days  after 
the  mailing  to  him  of  notice  of  such  decision  or 
within  such  further  time  as  the  Secretary  may  allow. 

*  20  CFR  404.981  and  416.1481  state  in  pertinent 
part  “*  *  *  the  Appeals  Council's  decision,  or  the 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge  if  the 
request  for  review  is  denied,  is  binding  unless  you 
or  another  party  file  an  action  in  Federal  district 
court." 


11962 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  68  /  Wednesday,  April  8,  1992  /  Notices 


Council  review  determination,  on 
whatever  grounds,  is  perceived  as  the 
final  decision  from  which  to  take  an 
appeal  to  the  district  court  under  section 
405(g)." 

Statement  As  To  How  Bloodsworth 
Differs  From  Sodal  Security  Policy 

The  Eleventh  Circuit  has  held  that  an 
Appeals  Council  dismissal  of  a  request 
for  review  of  an  ALJ  decision  for 
reasons  of  untimeliness  is  a  "final 
decision  of  the  Secretary  made  after  a 
hearing”  within  the  meaning  of  section 
205(g)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and 
subject  to  judicial  review. 

Contrary  to  the  holding  of  the 
Bloodsworth  court  SSA  policy  is  that 
the  regulations  make  a  clear  distinction 
in  regard  to  rights  of  judicial  review 
between  dismissals  and  determinations 
on  the  merits  by  the  Appeals  Council.  * 
The  Appeals  Council  may  take  three 
types  of  action  following  an  AL) 
decision:  it  may  grant  a  request  for 
review,  it  may  deny  a  request  for 
review,  or  it  may  dismiss  a  request  for 
review.  Hie  dis^ssal  of  a  request  for 
review  of  an  AL]  decision  is  binding  and 
not  subject  to  furiher  review.  20  CFR 
404.972, 416.1472.  See  also  20  CFR 
404.955, 416.1455, 422.210  (Appeals 
Council  grant  of  request  or  denial  of 
request  for  review  of  an  ALJ  decision  is 
judicially  reviewable).  The  Appeals 
Council  will  dismiss  a  request  for 
review  if  it  is  untimely  filed  and  the  time 
for  filing  has  not  been  extended,  *  and 
the  Appeals  Coimcil  may  dismiss  a 
request  for  review  for  other  prescribed 
reasons.  20  CFR  404.971, 416.1471. 

SSA’s  position,  based  on  the  above- 
cited  regulations,  is  that  an  Appeals 
Council  dismissal  is  not  a  “final  decision 
of  the  Secretary  made  after  a  hearing" 
and.  therefore,  is  not  judicially 
reviewable  under  section  205(g)  of  the 
Act  (42  U.S.C  405(g)). 

Although  the  Bloodsworth  holding  is 
contrary  to  SSA’s  interpretation  of  the 
Act  and  its  regulations,  the  issue  is  a 
federal  jurisdiction  matter  and  would 
not  affect  Agency  policy  at  the  AL]  or 
Appeals  Coimcil  levels.  *  Therefore,  the 


*A>  the  Supreme  Court  noted,  the  term  “final 
decision”  is  not  defined  in  the  Social  Security  Act 
but  the  Act  gives  the  Secretary  authority  to 
prescribe  its  meaning  by  regulations.  Weinbeiger  v. 
SaJfi,  422  Ua.  748. 786  (1975). 

*  The  Appeals  Council  upon  good  cause  shown, 
may  extend  the  time  for  filing  a  request  for  review 
of  an  AL)  decision. 

*  Since  Bloodsworth  was  decided,  the  Agency  has 
not  been  filing  motions  to  dismiss  in  cases  within 
the  Eleventh  Circuit  involving  Appeals  Council 
dismissals  of  untimely  requests  for  review  of  AL) 
decisions. 


Agency  did  not  publish  an  Acquiescence 
Ruling  because  it  was  initially  thought 
unnecessary.  This  opinion  has  since 
changed  because  of  the  recently  issued 
acquiescence  regulations. 

Explanation  Of  How  SSA  Will  Apply 
This  Dedrion  Within  The  Qrcuit 

This  ruling  applies  only  to  cases 
involving  claimants  who  reside  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  or  Georgia  at  the  time 
of  the  Appeals  Council  dismissal  of  the 
request  for  review. 

Notices  sent  by  the  Appeals  Coimcil 
which  dismiss  requests  for  review  of 
ALJ  decisions  will  advise  claimants  of 
their  right  to  request  judicial  review. 

[FR  Doc  92-6045  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BtUJNQ  CODE  4S10-2S# 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Docket  Na  0-92-083;  FR-3212-D-01] 

Amendment  of  Delegation  of 
Procurement  Authority 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  amendment  of 
delegation  of  authority. 

summary:  The  delegation  of  authority 
published  in  the  Fe^ral  Re^ster  on 
October  17, 1985  at  50  FR  42097(Docket 
No.  D-85-805:  FR-2082)  is  amended  by 
revising  the  delegation  of  procurement 
authority  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
administration  to  remove  language 
requiring  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration,  as  Procurement 
Executive,  to  redelegate  procurement 
authority  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing-Federal  Housing  Commissioner. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  25, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATIN  CONTACT: 

Roosevelt  Jones,  Director,  Office  of 
Procurement  and  Contracts,  room  5272, 
451 7th  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410,  (202)  706-1290.  (This  is  not  a  toll- 
fiee  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
delegation  of  authority  is  being 
amended  to  implement  the  Office  of 
Federal  Procurement  Policy  Act 
Amendments  of  1983  (41  U.S.C.  414(2)), 
and  Executive  Order  12352,  “Federal 
Procurement  Reforms",  dated  March  17, 
1982,  which  provide  for  high  level 
central  responsibility  for  procurement  in 
an  Executive  Agency  under  the 


Department’s  Procurement  Executive, 
who  in  HUD  is  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration.  The  Department’s 
senior  management  recently  agreed  on  a 
consensus  plan  for  improving 
procurement  under  the  Acquired 
Property  program,  which  necessitates 
this  revision  to  previous  delegations  of 
authority.  Under  the  Acquired  Property 
program,  the  Department  manages  and 
disposes  of  properties  owned  or  held  by 
HUD  as  mortgagee-in-possession 
pursuant  to  the  National  Housing  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.). 

According,  the  delegation  of  authority 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  17. 1985  at  50  FR  42097  (Docket 
No.  [>-85-805;  FR-2082)  is  amended  as 
follows; 

Section  A.  Amendment  of  Delegation  of 
Authority 

Section  A,  paragraph  1  of  the 
delegation  of  authority  published  on 
October  17. 1985  at  50  FR  42097  (Docket 
No.  D-85-805;  FR-2082)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Section  A.  Authority  Delegated 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration,  designated  as  the 
Department’s  Procurement  Executive,  is 
auffiorized  to  exercise  all  duties, 
responsibilities  and  powers  of  the 
Secretary  with  respect  to  Departmental 
procurement,  to  implement  ^ecutive 
Order  12352,  “Federal  Procurement 
Reforms”,  dated  March  17, 1982,  and  the 
Department’s  Prociu^ment  Executive 
Charter,  dated  March  30, 1983. 

The  authority  delegated  to  the 
Procurement  Executive  includes  the 
following  duties,  responsibilities  and 
powers: 

1.  Authority  to  enter  into  and 
administer  all  procurement  contracts 
within  the  Department  and  make  related 
determinations. 

Section  B.  Delegation  Revoked  in  Part 

Section  C,  paragraph  2  and  section  D, 
paragraph  2  of  the  delegation  of 
authority  published  on  October  17, 1985 
at  50  FR  42097  (Docket  No.  D-85-805; 
FR-2082)  are  revoked. 

Authority:  41  U.S.C  414(2);  sea  7(d), 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d)]. 

Dated:  March  25, 1992. 

Jack  Kemp, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8092  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 

BHiJNa  CODE  42ie-Sa-M 
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Office  of  the  Aeeietant  Secretary  for 
Adminietration 

[Docket  Na  D-92-984;  FR-3213:  D-01] 

Amendment  of  Redelegatfon  of 
Procurement  Authority 

agency:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration,  HUD. 
ACTION:  Amendment  of  redelegation  of 
procurement  authority. 

summary:  The  redelegation  of  authority 
published  in  the  Federal  Renter  on 
October  17, 1985  at  50  FR  42098  (Docket 
No.  D-85-806;  FR-2082)  is  amended  to 
revise  language  redelegating 
procurement  authority  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-Federal  Housing 
Commissioner  and  to  clarify  delegations 
of  procurment  authority  in  HDD’s  Field 
structure.  Conflicting  redelegations  are 
revoked  in  part. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  26, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  L  Girovasi,  Jr..  Director,  Policy 
and  Evaluation  Division,  Office  of 
Procurement  and  Contracts,  room  5262, 
451  7th  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410,  (202)  708-0294.  (This  is  not  a  toll- 
free  number.) 

SUPPtEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
redelegation  of  authority  is  being 
amended  to  implement  the  Office  of 
Federal  Procurement  Policy  Act 
Amendments  of  1983  (41  U.S.C.  414(2)), 
and  Executive  Order  12352,  “Federd 
Procurement  Reforms”,  dated  March  17, 
1982,  which  provide  for  high  level 
central  responsibility  for  procurement  in 
an  Executive  Agency  imder  the 
Department’s  Procurement  Executive, 
who  in  HUD  is  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration.  The  Department’s 
senior  mangement  recently  agreed  on  a 
consensus  plan  for  improving 
procurement  under  the  Acquired 
Property  program,  which  necessitates 
this  revision  to  previous  redelegations  of 
authority.  Under  the  Acquired  Property 
program,  the  Department  manages  and 
disposes  of  properties  owned  or  held  by 
HUD  as  mortgagee-in-possession 
pursuant  to  the  National  Housing  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.).  In  a  delegation 
of  authority  published  elsewhere  in 
today’s  Fe^ral  Register  the  Secretary 
revised  the  delegation  of  procurement 
authority  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  to  remove  language 
requiring  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration,  as  Procurement 
Executive,  to  redelegate  procurement 
authority  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing-Federal  Housing  Commisioner. 
This  redelegation  of  authority  is  being 
amended  to  revise  Ifuiguage  redelegating 
procurement  authority  to  the  Assistant 


Secretary  for  Housing-Federal  Housing 
Commissioner,  and  to  clarify 
delegations  of  procurement  authority  to 
HUD  Field  Offices. 

Accordingly,  the  redelegation  of 
authority  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  17, 1985  at  50  FR 
42098  (Docket  No.  D-85-808;  FR-2062)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  A.  Amendment  of  Redelegation 
of  Authority 

Section  A  of  the  Delegation  of 
Authority  published  on  October  17, 1985 
at  50  FR  42098  (Docket  No.  D-85-806: 
FR-2082)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

Section  A.  Authority  Redelegated 

The  Procurement  Executive 
redelegates  the  following  power  and 
authority: 

1.  The  President  of  GNMA  is 
authorized  to  exercise  procurement 
authority  with  respect  to  requirements 
related  to  GNMA’s  programmatic 
functions.  The  President  of  GNMA 
exercises  statutory  procurement 
authority  with  resp^  to  such 
requirements.  The  President  of  GNMA  is 
authorized  to  redelegate  any  of  the 
powers  or  authority  redelegated  to  him 
or  her  to  any  GNMA  employee  or 
employees. 

2.  Each  Regional  Administrator- 
Regional  Housing  Commissioner, 
Director,  Regional  Office  of 
Administration,  and  Director,  Regional 
Contracting  Division  is  designated  as  a 
Contracting  Officer  and  these  officials 
may,  subject  to  any  limitations  imposed 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  (Procurement 
Executive): 

a.  Enter  into  and  administer  all 
procurement  contracts  and  interagency 
agreements  for  property  and  services 
required  by  the  Department  (including 
the  publication  in  newspapers  of 
advertisements,  notices,  or  proposals), 
and  grants  and  cooperative  agreements 
in  support  of  the  Depeurtment’s 
discretionary  assistance  programs,  with 
regard  to  activities  within  his  or  her 
respective  Region,  unless  otherwise 
delegated  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration;  and 

b.  Redelegate  the  authority  delegated 
by  this  notice  to: 

(1)  Qualified  Regional  Contracting 
Division  employees; 

(2)  Qualified  Administration 
employees  outside  the  Regional 
Contracting  Division;  and, 

(3)  Qualified  Housing  employees  for 
procurement  contracts  for  the 
management  and/or  disposition  of 
properties  owned  or  held  by  HUD  as 
mortgagee-in-possession  under  the 
National  Housing  Act  (12  U.S.C  1701  et 


seq.'].  Provided,  however,  that  the 
Regional  Administrator-Regional 
Housing  Commissioner  shall  redelegate 
the  following  procurement  authority 
under  this  subparagraph  2.b.(3)  to  Field 
Office  Directors  of  Housing 
Management: 

(i)  Authority  to  enter  into  emergency 
procurements  (pursuant  to  FAR  6.302-2); 
and 

(ii)  Authority  to  enter  small  purchases 
(pursuant  to  FAR  Part  13)  in  those  Field 
Offices  without  full-time  contracting 
personnel. 

The  Re^onal  Administrator  may  also 
redelegate  the  authority  in  subparagraph 
2.b.(3)(ii)  above  to  the  Office  of  Housing 
employees  designated  by  die  Field 
Office  Director  of  Housing  Management 
in  those  Held  Offices  without  full-time 
contracting  personnel. 

3.  The  authority  in  paragraph  2  of 
section  A  does  not  apply  to  the 
acquisition  (including  purchase,  lease,  or 
rental)  of  Federal  Information 
Processing  (FIP)  resources  as  defined  in 
the  Federal  Information  Resources 
Management  Regulation,  unless  prior 
approval  has  been  received  fi'om  the 
Office  of  Information  Policies  and 
Systems  (OEPS).  Acquisition  (including 
purchase,  lease,  or  rental)  of  FIP 
resources,  as  part  of  training  or  other 
support  provided  by  a  contractor,  is  also 
prohibited  without  the  prior  approval  of 
OIPS. 

4.  Any  redelegations  of  authority  in 
subparagraph  2.b.  shall  be  accomplished 
on  a  Standard  Form  1402,  Certificate  of 
Appointment,  which  may  be  revoked 
upon  a  showing  that  the  individual  has 
consistently  failed  to  adhere  to  sound 
procurement  practices,  and  with  respect 
to  the  authority  in  subparagraphs 
2.b.(3)(i)  and  2.b.(3)(ii)  after  consultation 
with  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing-Federal  Commissioner. 

Section  B.  Delegations  Revoked  in  Part 

The  following  delegations  are  revoked 
in  part: 

1.  Section  A  of  the  redelegation  of 
authority  published  on  February  15, 1991 
at  56  FR  6407. 

2.  Section  B  of  the  redelegation  of 
authority  published  on  October  17, 1985 
at  50  FR  42098. 

3.  Section  A,  subparagraph  l.(b)  of  the 
delegation  of  authority  published  on 
October  16, 1979  at  44  FR  59670. 

Authority:  41  U.S.C.  414(2);  sec.  7(d). 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  (42  U.S.C.  {  3535(d)). 
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Dated:  March  26, 1992. 

Jim  E.  Tarro, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.  92-6093  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  421(M)1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 


CAK-964-4230-15;  F-19155-161 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  decision  to  issue 
conveyance  under  the  provisions  of 
section  14(e]  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18, 
1971, 43  U.S.C.  1601, 1613(e),  will  be 
issued  to  Doyon,  Limited  for 
approximately  22,477.32  acres.  The 
lands  involved  are  in  the  vicinity  of 
Galena,  Alaska. 

Kateel  River  Meridian,  Alaska 
T.  10  S..  R.  8  E. 

Secs.  1  through  36,  inclusive. 

Containing  22,477.32  acres  as  shown  on  the 
plat  of  survey  accepted  April  4, 1980. 

A  notice  of  the  decision  will  be 
published  once  a  week,  for  four  (4) 
consecutive  weeks,  in  the  Fairbaidcs 
Daily  News-Miner.  Copies  of  the 
decision  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  Alaska  State  Office  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  222  West  Seventh 
Avenue,  #13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513- 
7599  ((907)  271-5960). 

Any  part  claiming  a  property  interest 
which  is  adversely  affected  by  the 
decision,  cm  agency  of  the  Federal 
government  or  regional  corporation, 
shall  have  until  May  8, 1992,  to  file  an 
appeal.  However,  parties  receiving 
service  by  certified  mail  shall  have  30 
days  &om  the  date  of  receipt  to  file  an 
appeal.  Appeals  must  be  filed  in  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  at  the 
address  identified  above,  where  the  ‘ 
requirements  for  filing  an  appeal  may  be 
obtained.  Parties  who  do  not  file  an 
appeal  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  43  CFR  part  4,  subpart 
E.  shall  be  deemed  to  have  waived  their 
rights. 

Mary  M.  Bone, 

Supervisor,  Fairbanks  Section.  Branch  of 
Doyon/Northwest  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8042  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
MLUNQ  CODE  4310-JA-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 


[AZ-202-00-4212-13;  AZA-26541] 

Public  Land  Exchange,  Maricopa,  Pinal 
and  Yavapai  Counties,  Arizona 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  realty  action. 

SUMMARY:  All  or  part  of  the  following 
described  sections  containing  federal 
lands  are  being  considered  for  disposal 
by  exchange  pursuant  to  section  206  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976, 43  U.S.C.  1716. 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian,  Arizona 
T.  1  N..  R.  3  W., 

Secs.  3  and  7 
T.  1  N..  R.  4  W., 

Secs.  1. 11. 12, 13.  and  14. 

T.  1  N..  R.  5  W., 

Sec.  27, 

T.  2  N..  R.  3  W., 

Secs.  4.  5. 8. 9. 14. 15. 17, 18. 19.  20.  21.  22, 

26.  27,  28,  29,  33,  34  and  35. 

T.  2  N..  R.  4  W.,  ^ 

Sec.  1. 

T.  2  N..  R.  5  W., 

Sec.  36. 

T.  8  N..  R.  5  W,. 

Sec.  15. 

T.  3  N..  R.  4  W., 

Secs.  1, 11 12. 13, 14,  24,  25  and  36. 

T,  1  S..  R.  2  W., 

Secs.  8, 9,  30,  31,  32  and  36. 

T.  1  S.  R.  3  W., 

Secs.  24-  25,  31  and  32. 

T.  1  S..  R.  4  W., 

Secs.  35  and  36. 

T.  2  S..  R.  1  W., 

Secs.  2, 11, 12.  25,  26,  27,  34  and  35. 

T.  2  S..  R.  2  W., 

Secs.  5, 6, 18,  28  and  33. 

T.  2  S..  R.  3  W.. 

Secs.  5.  6, 8. 17,  and  19. 

T.  2  S..  R.  4  W.. 

Sec.  1. 

T.  3  S..  R.  1  W.. 

Secs.  1.  3,  4, 11. 12, 13. 14.  21,  22.  23.  24,  25. 
26.  27,  28,  33,  34,  35  and  36. 

T.  4  S..  R.  1  E., 

Secs.  1.  3, 6. 7. 9, 10. 11. 12. 13. 34  and  35. 

T.  5  S..  R 1  E.. 

Secs.  2,  3. 10. 11. 13. 15.  22.  23.  24.  25.  27.  35 
and  36. 

T.  6  S..  R.  1  E., 

Secs.  2.  3. 10. 11. 12. 13. 14,  24,  25,  26.  35  and 
36. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  1  E.. 

Secs.  1,  5  and  6. 

T.  5S..  R.2E.. 

Secs.  5. 6.  7, 6. 9, 19,  29,  30, 31  and  32. 

T.  6  S..  R.  2  E.. 

Secs.  5.  6,  7, 17. 18. 19.  20.  21.  28.  29.  30.  31. 
32  and  33. 

T.  7  S..  R.  2  E.. 

Secs.  4.  5  and  6. 

T.  7  S..  3  E.. 

Secs.  3, 4  and  5. 

Comprising  71,221.08  acres,  more  or  less. 


Final  determination  on  disposal  will 
await  completion  of  an  environmental 
analysis.  In  accordance  with  the 
regulations  of  43  CFR  2201.1(b), 
publication  of  this  notice  will  segregate 
the  affected  public  lands  from 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws,  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights,  but  not  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  or  from  exchange 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976. 

The  segregation  of  the  above- 
described  lands  shall  terminate  upon 
issuance  of  a  document  conveying  such 
lands  or  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  of  termination  of  the 
segregation  or  the  expiration  of  two 
years  from  the  date  of  publication, 
whichever  occurs  first. 

For  a  period  of  forty-five  (45)  days, 
interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
to  the  District  Manager,  Phoenix  District 
Office,  2051  West  Deer  Valley  Road, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85027. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

Henri  R.  Bisson, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8039  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-32-M 


[AZ-020-00-4212-13;  AZA-252951 

Public  Land  Exchange,  Maricopa 
County,  Arizona 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  realty  action. 

summary:  All  or  part  of  the  following 
described  sections  containing  federal 
lands  are  being  considered  for  disposal 
by  exchange  pursuant  to  section  206  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  43  U.S.C.  1716. 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian,  Arizona- 
T.  2  S..  R.  3  W., 

Secs.  7  and  18. 

T.  2  S..  R.  4  W., 

Secs.  11, 12, 13  and  14. 

Comprising  2055.19  acres,  more  or  less. 

Final  determination  on  disposal  will 
await  completion  of  an  environmental 
analysis.  In  accordance  with  the 
regulations  of  43  CFR  2201.1  (b), 
publication  of  this  notice  will  segregate 
the  affected  public  lands  from 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws,  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights,  but  not  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  or  fi'om  exchange 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976. 

The  segregation  of  the  above- 
described  lands  shall  terminate  upon 
issuance  of  a  document  conveying  such 
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lands  or  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  of  termination  of  the 
segregation  or  the  expiration  of  two 
years  from  the  date  of  publication, 
whichever  occurs  first. 

For  a  period  of  forty-five  (45)  days, 
interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
to  the  District  Manager,  Phoenix  District 
Office,  2015  West  Deer  Valley  Road, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85027. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

Henri  R.  Bisson, 

District  Manager, 

[FR  Doc.  92-6040  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-32-M 


[ID-943-4214-10;  iDI-28738] 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Opportunity 
for  Public  Meeting;  ID 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 

Interior. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  proposes  to  withdraw 
525.57  acres  of  public  land  in  Boise 
county  to  protect  the  archeological 
values  of  the  Centerville  Townsite.  This 
notice  closes  the  land  for  up  to  2  years 
from  surface  entry  and  mining.  The  land 
will  remain  open  to  mineral  leasing. 
dates:  Comments  and  requests  for  a 
public  meeting  must  be  received  by  July 
7, 1992. 

addresses:  Comments  and  meeting 
requests  should  be  sent  to  the  Idaho 
State  Director,  BUM,  3380  Americana 
Terrace,  Boise,  Idaho  83706. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  E.  Ireland,  BLM,  Idaho  State 
Office,  208  384-3162. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
March  5, 1992,  a  petition  was  approved 
allowing  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  to  file  an  application  to 
withdraw  the  following  described  public 
land  from  settlement,  sale,  location,  or 
entry  under  the  general  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  laws  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights. 

Boise  Meridian 
T.  7  N..  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  29. 

The  area  described  contains  525.57  acres  in 
Idaho  County. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed 
withdrawal  is  to  protect  the 
archeological  values  of  the  Centerville 
Townsite. 

For  a  period  to  90  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal  may 


present  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Idaho  State  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  a  public  meeting  is 
afforded  in  coimection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal.  All  interested 
persons  who  desire  a  public  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  being  heard  on  the 
proposed  withdrawal  must  submit  a 
written  request  to  the  Idaho  State 
Director  within  90  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  Upon 
determination  by  the  authorized  officer 
that  a  public  meeting  will  be  held,  a 
notice  of  the  time  and  place  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at 
least  30  days  before  the  scheduled  date 
of  the  meeting. 

The  application  will  be  processed  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  set 
forth  in  43  CFR  Part  2300. 

For  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  land  will  be 
segregated  as  specified  above  unless  the 
application  is  denied  or  canceled  or  the 
withdrawal  is  approved  prior  to  that 
date.  The  temporary  uses  which  may  be 
permitted  during  this  segregative  period 
are  timber  sales,  rights-of-way, 
recreation  use  and  wildlife  or  vegetative 
studies. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

William  E.  Ireland, 

Chief,  Realty  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7985  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-66-M 


Minerals  Management  Service 

[DES  92-11] 

Gulf  of  Mexico  Region;  Availability  of 
the  Proposed  Notices  of  Sale  and  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
and  the  intent  To  Hold  Public  Hearings 
Regarding  Proposed  Central  and 
Western  Gulf  of  Mexico  Sales  142  and 
143 

Gulf  of  Mexico  (GOM)  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  (OCS);  notice  of 
availability  of  proposed  notices  of  sale 
for  proposed  Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale 
142;  Central  GOM,  and  proposed  Oil 
and  Gas  Lease  Sale  143,  Western  GOM. 
This  notice  of  availability  is  published, 
pursuant  to  30  CFR  256.29(c),  as  a  matter 
of  information  to  the  public. 

With  regard  to  oil  and  gas  leasing  on 
the  OCS,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
pursuant  to  section  19  of  the  OCS  Lands 
Act,  as  amended,  provides  the  affected 
States  the  opportunity  to  review  the 
proposed  notices  of  sale.  The  proposed 


Notices  of  Sale  for  proposed  Sales  142 
and  143  may  be  obtained  by  written 
request  to  the  Public  Information  Unit, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  Region,  Minerals 
Management  Service,  1201  Elmwood 
Park  Boulevard,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
70123-2394,  or  by  telephone  (504)  736- 
2519. 

The  final  notice  of  Sale  for  each  sale 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
at  least  30  days  prior  to  the  date  of  bid 
opening.  Bid  opening  for  proposed  Sale 
142  is  scheduled  for  Mar^  1993,  and  for 
proposed  Sale  143,  bid  opening  is 
scheduled  for  August  1993. 

Availability  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

The  Minerals  Management  Service 
has  prepared  a  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (EIS)  relating  to  the 
proposed  1993  OCS  oil  and  gas  lease 
sales  in  the  Central  and  Western  GOM. 
The  proposed  Central  Gulf  Sale  142  will 
offer  for  lease  approximately  2&  million 
acres,  and  the  Western  Gulf  Sale  143 
will  offer  approximately  26  million  acres 
(acreage  as  of  January  1992).  Single 
copies  of  the  draft  EIS  can  be  obtained 
fi'om  the  Minerals  Management  Service, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  attention: 
Public  Information  Office,  1201 
Elmwood  Park  Boulevard,  room  114, 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70123. 

Copies  of  the  draft  EIS  will  also  be 
available  for  review  by  the  public  in  the 
following  libraries: 

Texas 

Austin  Public  Library,  402  West  Ninth  Street, 
Austin 

Houston  Public  Library,  500  McKinney  Street 
Houston 

Dallas  Public  Library,  1513  Young  Street, 
Dallas 

Brazoria  County'  Library.  410  Brazoport 
Boulevard,  Freeport 
LaRatama  Library.  505  Mesquite  Street, 
Corpus  Christi 

Texas  Southmost  College  Library,  1825  May 
Street,  Bownsville 

Rosenberg  Library,  2310  Sealy  Street, 
Galveston 

Texas  State  Library.  1200  Brazos  Street 
Austin 

Texas  A&M  University,  Evans  Library, 
Spence  and  Lubbock  Streets,  College 
Station 

University  of  Texas,  Lyndon  B.  Johnson 
School  of  Public  Affairs  Library,  2313  Red 
River  Street  Austin 

The  University  of  Texas  at  Dallas  Library, 
2601  North  Floyd  Road,  Richardson 
Lamar  University,  Gray  Library,  Virginia 
Avenue,  Beaumont 

East  Texas  State  University  Library,  2600 
Neal  Street  Commerce 
Stephen  F.  Austin  State  University,  Steen 
library,  Wilson  Drive,  Nacogdoches 
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University  of  Texas,  21st  and  Speedway 
Streets.  Austin 

University  of  Texas  Law  Schott  Tariton  Law 
Library,  727  East  26th  Street.  Austin 
Baylor  University  Library,  13125  Third  Street 
Waco 

University  of  Texas  at  Arlington,  701  South 
Cooper  Street  Arlington 
University  of  Houston-University  Park.  4800 
Calhoun  Boulevard,  Houston 
University  of  Texas  at  El  Paso,  Wiggins  Road 
and  University  Avenue.  El  Paso 
Abilene  Christian  University,  Margaret  and 
Herman  Brown  Library,  1600  Campus 
Court  Abilene 

Texas  Tech  University  Library,  18th  and 
Boston  Streets,  Lubbock 
University  of  Texas  at  San  Antonio.  John 
Peace  Boulevard,  San  Antonio. 

Louisiana 

Tulane  University,  Howard  Tilton  Memorial 
Library,  7001  Freret  Street,  New  Orleans 
Louisiana  Tech  University,  Prescott  Memorial 
Library,  Everet  Street  Ruston 
New  Orleans  Public  Library,  219  Loyola 
Avenue,  New  Orieans 
University  of  New  Orleans  Library, 

Lakeshore  Drive,  New  Orleans 
Louisiana  State  University  Library,  760 
Riverside  Road,  Baton  Rouge 
Lafayette  Public  Library,  301  W.  Congress 
Street  Lafayette 

Calcasieu  Parish  Library,  411  Pu)0  Street 
Lake  Charles 

McNeese  State  University,  Luther  E.  Frazar 
Memorial  Library,  Ryeui  Street.  Lake 
Charles 

NichoUs  State  University.  Nicholls  State 
Library,  Leighton  Drive,  Thibodaux 
University  of  Southwestern  Louisiana,  Dupre 
Library,  302  East  St  Mary  Boulevard, 
Lafayette 

Lumuom,  Library,  Star  Route  541,  Chauvin 
Mississippi 

Harrison  County  Library,  14th  and  21st 
Avenues,  Guljpport 

Gulf  Coast  Research  Lab.,  Gunter  Library,  703 
East  Beach  Drive,  Ocean  Springs 

Alabama 

Auburn  University  at  Montgomery,  Library. 

Taylor  Road,  Montgomery 
University  of  Alabama,  809  University 
Boulevard  East  Tuscaloosa 
Mobile  Public  Library,  701  Government 
Street,  Mobile 

Montgomery  Public  Library,  445  South 
Lawrence  Street,  Montgomery 
Gulf  Shores  Public  Library,  Mimicipal 
Complex,  Route  3,  Gulf  Shores 
Dauphin  Island  Sea  Lab,  Marine 
Environmental  Science  Consortium, 
Library,  Bienville  Boulevard,  Dauphin 
Island 

University  of  South  Alabama.  University 
Boulevard,  Mobile 

Florida 

University  of  Florida  Libraries,  University 
Avenue,  Gainesville 

Florida  A&M  University,  Coleman  Memorial 
Library,  Martin  Luther  King  Boulevard, 
Tallahassee 

Florida  State  University,  Strozier  Library, 


Call  Street  and  Cc^land  Avenue. 
Tallahassee 

Florida  Atlantic  University,  Library,  20th 
Street,  Boca  Raton 
University  of  Miami  Library,  4600 
Rickenbacker  Causeway,  Miami 
University  of  Florida,  Holland  Law  Center. 
Library.  Southwest  25th  Street  and  2nd 
Avenue,  Gainesville 
St.  Petersburg  Public  Library,  3745  Ninth 
Avenue  North.  St  Petersburg 
West  Florida  Regional  Library,  200  West 
Gregory  Street  Pensacola 
Florida  Northwest  Regional  Library  System. 

25  West  Government  Street  Panama  City 
Leon  Coimty  Public  Library,  127  North 
Monroe  Street  Tallahassee 
Lee  County  Library,  3355  Fowler  Street  Fort 
Myers 

Charlotte-Glades  Regional  Library  System. 

2280  NW  Aaron  Street  Port  Charlotte 
Tampa-Hillsborough  County  Public  Library 
System,  800  North  Ashley  Street.  Tampa 
Key  Largo  Public  Library,  99551  No.  3 
Overseas  Highway,  Key  Largo 
Selby  Public  Library,  1001  Boulevard  of  the 
Arts,  Sarasota 

Collier  County  Public  Library,  650  Central 
Avenue,  Naples 

Marathon  Public  Library,  3152  Overseas 
Highway,  Marathon 

Monroe  County  Public  Library,  700  Fleming 
Street  Key  West. 

In  accordance  with  30  CFR  part  256, 
subpart  B,  three  public  hearings 
pertaining  to  these  lease  sales  are 
scheduled  to  be.  held  during  the  last  2 
weeks  of  May  1992.  Locations  of  the 
hearings  will  be  Galveston,  Texas;  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana;  and  Mobile, 
Alabama.  The  dates  and  times  of  these 
public  hearings  will  be  announced  in  the 
near  future  in  a  separate  Federal 
Register  Notice.  The  purpose  of  these 
public  hearings  is  to  provide  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  and  the 
Minerals  Management  Service  with 
information  from  individuals,  public  and 
private  groups,  and  Government 
agencies  to  further  evaluate  the 
potential  effects  of  the  proposed  lease 
sales.  Pertinent  testimony  and 
comments  will  be  addressed  in  the  final 
EIS  for  Sales  142  and  143. 

The  comment  period  for  both  the 
proposed  notices  of  sale  and  the  draft 
EIS  closes  July  6. 1992. 

Dated:  April  3, 1992. 

Thomas  Gembofer, 

Associate  Director  for  Offshore  Minerals 
Management. 

Approved: 

Jonathan  P.  Deason, 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  92-8046  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4310-MR-M 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[investigation  No.  337-TA-337] 

Certain  Integrated  Circuit 
Telecommunication  Chips  and 
Products  Containing  Same,  Including 
Dialing  Apparatus,  Investigation 

AGENCY:  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission 

action:  Institution  of  investigation 
pursuant  to  19  U.S.C.  1337. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
complaint  was  filed  with  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission  on 
March  5, 1992,  under  section  337  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  19  U.S.C. 
1337,  on  behalf  of  SGS-Thomson 
Microelectronics,  Inc.  1310  Electronics 
Drive,  Carrollton,  Texas  75006.  A 
supplement  was  filed  on  March  18, 1992, 
and  an  amended  complaint  was  filed  on 
March  19, 1992.  The  complaint,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  alleges 
violations  of  section  337  by  reason  of 
unlawful  importation  into  the  United 
States,  the  sale  for  importation,  or  the 
sale  within  the  United  States  after 
importation  by  the  owner,  importer,  or 
consignee  of  certain  telecommunication 
chips  and  products  containing  same 
which  allegedly  infringe  claims  1,  4, 10, 
11  and  14-16  of  U.S.  Letters  Patent 
4,315,108,  claims  6-9  and  13-14  of  U.S. 
Letters  Patent  4,061,886,  and  claims  1-4 
and  6  of  U.S.  Letters  Patent  4,446,436; 
and  that  there  exists  an  industry  in  the 
United  States  as  required  by  subsection 
(a)(2)  of  section  337. 

The  complainant  requests  that  the 
Commission  institute  an  investigation 
and.  after  a  full  investigation,  issue  a 
permanent  exclusion  order  and 
permanent  cease  and  desist  orders. 
ADDRESSES:  The  complaint,  except  for 
any  confidential  information  contained 
therein,  is  available  for  inspection 
during  official  business  hours  (8:45  a.m. 
to  5:15  pjn.)  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  500  E  Street,  SW„  room 
112,  Washington,  DC  20436,  telephone 
202-205-1802.  Hearing-impaired 
individuals  are  advised  that  information 
on  this  matter  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  Commission's  TDD 
terminal  on  202-205-1810. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Juan  Cockbum,  Erq.,  Office  of  Unfair 
Import  Investigations.  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  telephone  202-205- 
2572. 

Authority:  The  authority  for  institution  of 
this  investigation  is  ccntained  in  section  337 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  19.'I0.  as  amended,  and  in 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  68  /  Wednesday,  April  8,  1992  /  Notices 


11967 


S  210.12  of  the  Commission’s  Interim  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  19  CFR  210.12. 

Scope  of  Investigation 

Having  considered  the  complaint,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission,  on 
March  31, 1992,  Ordered  that — 

(1)  Pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of 
section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended,  an  investigation  be  instituted 
to  determine  ivhether  there  is  a  violation 
of  subsection  (a)(l)(BKi)  of  section  337 
in  the  importation  into  the  United 
States,  the  sale  for  importation,  or  the 
sale  within  the  United  States  after 
importaiton  of  certain  integrated  circuit 
telecommunication  chips  and  predicts 
containing  same,  including  dialing 
apparatus,  which  allegedly  inhringe 
claims  1,  4, 10, 11  or  14-16  of  U.S.  Letters 
Patent  4,315,108,  claims  6-9  or  13-14  of 
U.S.  Letters  Patent  4,061,886,  or  claims 
1-4  or  6  of  U.S.  Letters  Patent  4,446,436; 
and  whether  there  exists  an  industry  in 
the  United  States  as  required  by 
subsection  (a)(2]  of  section  337. 

(2)  For  the  purpose  of  the  investigation 
so  instituted,  the  following  are  hereby 
named  as  parties  upon  which  this  notice 
of  investigation  shall  be  served: 

(a)  The  complainant  is— SGS- 
Thomson  Microelectronics,  Inc.,  1310 
Electronics  Drive,  Carrollton,  Texas 
75006. 

(b)  The  respondents  are  the  following 
companies  alleged  to  be  in  violation  of 
section  337,  and  are  the  parties  upon 
which  the  complaint  is  to  be  served; 
Winbond  Electronics  Corporation,  No.  2, 

R&D  Road  VI,  Science-Based 
Industrial  Park,  Hsinchu,  Taiwan 
30077. 

Winbond  Electronics  North  America 
Corporation,  3350  Scott  Blvd.,  Building 
No.  20,  Santa  Clara,  California  95054. 
United  Microelectronics  Corp.,  3 
Industrial  East  3rd  Road,  Science- 
Based  Industrial  Park,  Hsinchu, 
Taiwan  30077. 

Hualon  Microelectronics  Corp.,  No.  1, 
R&D  Road  IV,  Science-Based 
Industrial  Park,  Hsinchu,  Taiwan 
30077. 

Hualon  Microelectronics  Corp.,  300 
Montgomery  Street,  3rd  floor,  San 
Francisco,  California  94104. 

Kingtel  Telecommunication  Corp.,  12F1 
#127  Nanking  E  Rd.  Sec.  4,  Taipei, 
Taipei  City  TW-10569. 

North  American  Foreign  Trade,  1115 
Broadway,  New  York,  New  York 
10010. 

A&A  International,  Inc.,  1200  One  Tandy 
Center,  Forth  Worth,  Texas  76102. 
Conair  Corporation,  150  Milford  Road, 
East  Windsor,  New  Jersey  08520. 
Lonestar  Technologies,  Ltd.,  920  S. 
Oyster  Bay  Road,  Hicksville,  New 
York  11801. 


Spectra  Merchandizing  International, 

Inc.,  3425  North  Kimball,  Chicago, 

Illinois  60618-5505. 

Columbia  Telecommunications  Group, 

Inc.,  395  Atlantic  Avenue,  East 

Rockaway,  New  York  11518. 

(c)  Juan  Cockbum,  Esq.,  Office  of 
Unfair  Import,  Investigations,  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  500  E 
Street  SW.,  room  401Q,  Washington,  DC 
20436,  who  shall  be  the  Commission 
investigative  attorney,  party  to  this 
investigation;  and 

(3)  For  the  investigation  so  instituted, 
Janet  D.  Saxon,  Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge,  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  shall  designate  the 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

Responses  to  the  complaint  and  the 
notice  of  investigation  must  be 
submitted  by  the  name  respondents  in 
accordance  with  §  210.21  of  the 
Commission’s  Interim  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  19  CFR  210.21.  Pursuemt 
to  §§  201.16(d)  and  210.21(a}  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  (19  CFR  201.16(d) 
and  210.21(a)),  such  responses  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  if 
received  not  later  than  20  days  after  the 
date  of  service  of  the  complaint. 
Extensions  of  time  for  submitting 
responses  to  the  complaint  will  not  be 
granted  unless  good  cause  therefor  is 
shown. 

Failure  of  a  respondent  to  file  a  timely 
response  to  each  allegation  in  the 
complaint  and  in  this  notice  may  be 
deemed  to  constitute  a  waiver  of  the 
right  to  appear  and  contest  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  and  this 
notice,  and  to  authorize  the 
administrative  law  judge  and  the 
Commission,  without  further  notice  to 
such  respondent,  to  find  the  facts  to  be 
as  alleged  in  the  complaint  and  this 
notice  and  to  enter  both  an  initial 
determination  and  a  final  determination 
containing  such  findings,  and  may  result 
in  the  issuance  of  a  limited  exclusion 
order  or  a  cease  and  desist  order  or  both 
directed  against  such  respondent. 

Issued:  April  1, 1992. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8072  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  7020-02-M 

[Investigation  No.  701-TA-313 
(Preliminary)] 

Portable  Seismographs  from  Canada 
Determination 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  ‘  developed 


in  the  subject  investigation,  the 
Commission  unanimously  determines, 
pursuant  to  section  703(a)  of  the  Tarifi 
Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1671b(a)),  that 
there  is  a  reasonable  indication  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  injured  by  reason  of  imports 
from  Canada  of  portable  seismographs,* 
provided  for  in  subheading  9015.80.60  of 
the  Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  of  the 
United  States,  that  are  alleged  to  be 
subsidized  by  the  Government  of 
Canada. 

Background 

On  February  12, 1992,  a  petition  was 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  the 
Department  of  Commerce  by  C^oSonics 
Inc.,  Warrendale,  PA  alleging  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  injured  or  threatened  with 
material  injury  by  reason  of  subsidized 
imports  of  portable  seismographs  fi'om 
Canada.  Accordingly,  effective  February 
12, 1992,  the  Commission  instituted 
countervailing  duty  investigation  No. 
701-TA-313  (Preliminary). 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the 
Commission's  investigation  and  of  a 
public  conference  to  be  held  in 
connection  therewith  was  given  by 
posting  copies  of  the  notice  in  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  DC, 
and  by  publishing  the  notice  in  the 
Fedei^  Register  of  February  20, 1992  (57 
FR  6127).  llie  conference  was  held  in 
Washington,  DC,  on  March  4, 1992,  and 
all  persons  who  requested  the 
opportunity  were  permitted  to  appear  in 
person  or  by  coimsel. 

The  Commission  transmitted  its 
determination  in  this  investigation  to  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  on  March  30, 
1992.  The  views  of  the  Commission  are 
contained  in  USITC  Publication  2496 
(March  1992),  entitled  “Portable 
Seismographs  fi*om  Canada: 
Determination  of  the  Commission  in 


*  The  record  is  defined  in  t  207.2(f]  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (19 
CFR  207.2(f)). 

*  Portable  seismographs  are  used  by  the  mining, 
construction,  and  blasting  industries  to  measure  the 
ground  and  air  vibrations  produced  by  manmade 
blasting.  A  portable  seismograph  measures  the 
basic  components  of  manmade  ground  and  air 
vibrations  in  compliance  with  seismograph 
standards  established  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines. 
'The  basic  components  and  ranges  of  measurement 
are:  Ground  peak  particle  velocity  (0.02  to  10  inches 
per  second);  ground  motion  frequency  (2  to  200  Hz); 
direction  of  motion  (3  orthogonal  axis  (UT.V); 
airblast  level  (100  to  140  dBL);  airblast  overpressure 
(1/10,000  to  1/100  psi);  and  airblast  frequency  (2  to 
200  Hz).  Earthquake,  nuclear,  and  reflection/ 
refraction  seismographs  are  not  included  in  the 
scope  of  this  investigation. 
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Investigation  No.  701-TA-313 
(Preliminary)  Under  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  Together  With  the  Information 
Obtained  in  the  InvestigatiorL” 

Issued:  March  31, 1092. 

By  Order  of  the  Commission: 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-8073  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am) 
SILUNQ  CODE  702IM»-M 


(Investigation  No.  337-TA-302;  Ancillary 
Proceeding] 

Certain  SeH-Inflattng  Mattresses; 
CotmnIsskMi  Decision  To  Adopt  a 
Recommended  Determination  of  No 
Violation  of  Commission  Interim  Rule 
210.5(b) 

agency:  U.S.  International  Trade 

Commission. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Commission  has  determined  to 
adopt  the  recommended  determination 
(RD)  of  the  presiding  administrative  law 
judge  (ALJ)  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  thereby  determining  that 
neither  complainant  Cascade  Designs, 
Inc.,  nor  its  counsel  has  violated 
Commission  interim  rule  210.5(b). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Katherine  M.  Jones,  Esq.,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  telephone  202-205- 
3097. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  H4FORMATION:  The 

authority  for  the  Commisson’s 
determination  is  contained  in  section 
337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C 
1337. 

On  August  29, 1990  the  Commission 
instituted  this  ancillary  proceeding  to 
investigate  the  allegations  of 
respondents  Goodway  Corporation  and 
Cymwell  Corporation  that  complainant 
Cascade  Designs,  Inc.  and  its  counsel 
had  violated  i^e  210.5  of  the 
Commission's  Interim  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure.  19  CFR  210.5.  The  record 
in  this  proceeding  was  closed  after  an 
evidentiary  hearing  held  before  the 
presiding  ALJ  on  December  5-6, 1990. 
On  Mar^  14, 1991,  the  ALJ  issued  his 
RD  finding  that  neither  complainant  nor 
its  counsel  had  violated  interim  rule 
210.5,  and  certihed  the  RD  and  the 
record  to  the  Commission. 

In  order  to  allow  the  parties  to 
express  their  views  concerning  the  RD 
prior  to  Commission  disposition  of  the 
procedding,  the  Commission  provided 


the  parties  with  the  opportunity  to  file 
exceptions  to  the  RD,  and  proposed 
alternative  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law.  Exceptions  and 
proposed  alternative  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law  were  filed  by 
respondents. 

Having  considered  the  RD,  the 
exceptions  thereto,  and  the  proposed 
alternative  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law,  as  well  as  the  entire 
record  in  this  proceeding,  the 
Commission  determined  to  adopt  the  RD 
finding  that  neither  complainant  nor  its 
counsel  had  violated  Commission 
interim  rule  210.5  as  the  final 
Commission  determination  in  this 
investigation. 

Notice  of  the  original  Investigation 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  16, 1989  (54  FR  157).  Notice  of 
the  instituticm  of  the  ancillary 
proceeding  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  29, 1992.  (55  FR  168). 

Copies  of  the  Commission’s  Order  and 
all  other  nonconfidental  documents  filed 
in  connection  with  this  investigation  are 
available  for  inspection  during  official 
business  hours  (8:45  a.m.  to  5:15  pan.)  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  U5. 
International  Trade  Commission,  500  E 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20436, 
telephone  202-205-2000.  Hearing- 
impaired  persons  are  advised  that 
information  on  the  matter  can  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the 
Commission’s  TTD  terminal  on  202-205- 
2648. 

Issued:  Apiil  1, 1992. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8070  Filed  4-7-92;  a'45  am] 

BILUNQ  COOC  70aO-02-H 

[332-3161 

Shipbuilding  Trade  Reform  Act  of 
1992;  Likely  Economic  Effects  of 
Enactment 

agency:  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Change  in  scope  and  title  of 
investigation  and  extension  of  deadline 
for  submission  of  comments. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Ms.  Kathleen  Lahey,  Office  of  Industries 
(202-205-3409),  or  Mr.  Gerald  Berg, 
Office  of  Economics  (202-205-3233),  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20436. 

SUMMARY:  On  March  25, 1992,  the 
Commission  received  a  letter  from  the 
House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
requesting  that  the  Commission  expand 


the  scope  of  its  investigation  to  take  Into 
account  amendments  made  to  H.R.  2056, 
the  Shipbuilding  Trade  and  Reform  Act 
of  1992,  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries.  The 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
requested  that  the  Commission  delay 
the  submission  of  its  report  to  June  1, 
1992,  in  order  that  it  might  have 
sufficient  time  to  undertake  the 
additional  evaluation  and  analysis. 

Background 

The  Commission  received  the  initial 
request  ftom  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  for  an  investigation  under 
section  332(g)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930 
(19  U.S.C.  1332(g))  on  October  30, 1991. 
The  Commission  instituted  the 
requested  investigation  on  November  19, 

1991.  After  requesting  the  Commission 
investigation  and  report,  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  referred  H.R.  2056 
to  the  House  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries.  The  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  held 
hearings  on  the  bill  and  reported  it 
favorably  with  amendments  on  March  6, 

1992,  retitled  as  the  “Shipbuilding  Trade 
Reform  Act  of  1992.” 

The  new  letter  bom  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  stated  that  both 
committees  had  completed  their 
consideration  of  the  bill  and  “intend  to 
pursue  expteditious  consideration  of  the 
legislation  by  the  full  House.”  The  letter 
stated  that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  would  not  seek  any  delay 
pending  receipt  of  the  Commission’s 
study.  The  letter  farther  stated  that,  “in 
light  of  the  continued  uncertainty  still 
surroimding  this  legislation  due  largely 
to  the  ongoing  OECD  negotiations,”  the 
Commission’s  study  “will  be  of 
significant  value  to  the  Congress  and  the 
public.” 

The  Commission’s  notice  of  institution 
of  an  investigation  and  the  scheduling  of 
a  public  hearing  was  published  in  the 
F^eral  Register  of  November  29, 1991 
(56  FR  61049).  A  public  hearing  was  held 
on  January  24, 1992,  and  interested 
persons  were  given  until  February  4, 
1992,  to  file  any  posthearing  briefs  or 
other  written  statements.  The 
Commission  has  retitled  its  investigation 
to  reflect  the  fact  that  the  bill  is  now 
titled  the  “Shipbuilding  Trade  Reform 
Act  of  1992”  (rather  than  “1991”). 

New  Deadline  for  Written  Statements 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  statements  concerning 
the  matters  to  be  addressed  in  the 
report.  Such  statements  should  focus  on 
the  amendments  made  to  the  H.R.  2056 
by  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marines 
and  Fisheries.  To  be  assured  of 
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consideration  by  the  Commission,  any 
such  statements  must  be  submitted  to 
the  Commission  at  the  earliest  practical 
date,  but  not  later  than  April  20, 1992. 

All  submissions  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Commission  at  the 
Commission’s  Office  in  Washington,  DC. 

Any  commercial  or  financial 
information  that  a  submitter  desires  the 
Commission  to  treat  as  confidential 
must  be  submitted  on  separate  sheets  of 
paper,  each  clearly  marked 
“Confidential  Business  Information”  at 
the  top.  (Generally,  submission  of 
separate  confidential  and  public 
versions  of  the  submission  would  be 
appropriate.)  All  submissions  requesting 
confidential  treatment  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  S  201.6  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (19  CFR  201.6).  All  written 
submissions,  except  for  confidential 
business  information,  will  be  made 
available  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Commission  for  inspection  by 
interested  persons. 

Hearing  impaired  persons  are  advised 
that  information  on  this  investigation 
can  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Commission’s  TDD  terminal  on  202-205- 
2648.  - 

Issued:  April  1, 1992. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8071  Filed  4-7-92;  8^45  am] 
nUJNQ  CODE  7a20-02-« 


[InvMtigation  337-TA-336] 

Certain  Single  In-Line  Memory 
Modules  and  Products  Containing 
Same;  Initial  Determination 
Terminating  Respondent  on  the  Basis 
of  Settlement  Agreement 

agency:  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commission  has  received  an  initial 
determination  from  the  presiding  officer 
in  the  above  captioned  investigation 
terminating  the  following  respondent  on 
the  basis  of  a  settlement  agreement 
Fujitsu  Limited  and  Fujitsu 
Microelectronics,  Inc. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
investigation  is  being  conducted 
pursuant  to  section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1337).  Under  the 
Commission’s  rules,  the  presiding 
officer’s  initial  determination  will 
become  the  determination  of  the 
Commission  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
date  of  its  service  upon  the  parties. 


unless  the  Commission  orders  review  of 
the  initial  determination.  The  initial 
determination  in  this  matter  was  served 
upon  parties  on  March  30, 1992. 

Copies  of  the  initial  determination,  the 
settlement  agreement,  and  all  other 
nonconfidential  documents  filed  in 
connection  with  this  investigation  are 
available  for  inspection  during  official 
business  hours  (8:45  a.m.  to  5:15  p.m.)  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  500  E 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20436, 
telephone  (202)  205-2000.  Hearing 
impaired  individuals  are  advised  that 
information  on  this  matter  can  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the 
Commission’s  TDD  terminal  on  (202) 
205-1810. 

WRITTEN  COMMENTS:  Interested  persons 
may  file  written  comments  with  the 
Commission  concerning  termination  of 
the  aforementioned  respondents.  The 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  such 
documents  must  filed  with  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commission,  500  E 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20436,  no 
later  than  10  days  afier  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regjstm.  Any 
person  desiring  to  submit  a  document 
(or  portions  thereof)  to  the  Commission 
in  confidence  must  request  confidential 
treatment  Such  requests  should  be 
directed  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission  and  must  include  a  full 
statement  of  the  reasons  why 
confidential  treatment  should  be 
granted.  The  Commission  will  either 
accept  the  submission  in  confidence  or 
return  it. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ruby  J.  Dionne,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
Telephone  (202)  205-1802. 

Issued:  March  30, 1992. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8068  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BUXINO  CODE  7020-03-M 


[Investigation  337-TA-336] 

Certain  Single  In-Line  Memory 
Modules  and  Products  Containing 
Same;  Initial  Determination 
Terminating  Respondents  on  the  Basis 
of  Settlement  Agreement 

AGENCY:  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commission  has  received  an  initial 
determination  from  the  presiding  officer 
in  the  above  captioned  investigation 
terminating  the  following  respondents 


on  the  basis  of  a  settlement:  OKI 
America,  Inc.  and  OKI  Electric  Industry 
Company,  LTD. 

supplementary'  information:  This 
investigation  is  being  conducted 
pursuant  to  section  337  of  the  Tarifi  Act 
of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1337).  Under  the 
Commission’s  rules,  the  presiding 
officer’s  initial  determination  will 
become  the  determination  of  the 
Commission  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
date  of  its  service  upon  the  parties, 
iinless  the  Commission  orders  review  of 
the  initial  determination.  The  initial 
determination  in  this  matter  was  served 
upon  parties  on  April  1, 1992. 

Copies  of  the  initial  determination,  the 
settlement  agreement,  and  all  other 
nonconfidential  documents  filed  in 
connection  with  this  investigation  are 
available  for  inspection  during  official 
business  hours  (8:45  a.m.  to  5:15  pjn.)  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  500  E 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20436,  • 
telephone  (202)  205-2000.  Hearing 
impaired  individuals  are  advised  that 
information  on  this  matter  can  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the 
Commission’s  TDD  terminal  on  (202) 
205-18ia 

WRITTEN  COMMENTS:  Interested  persons 
may  file  written  comments  with  the 
Commission  concerning  termination  of 
the  aforementioned  respondents.  The 
original  €uid  14  copies  of  all  such 
documents  must  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  500  E 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20436,  no 
later  than  10  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  FederaJ  Register.  Any 
person  desiring  to  submit  a  document 
(or  portions  thereof)  to  the  Commission 
in  confidence  must  request  confidential 
treatment.  Such  requests  should  be 
directed  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission  and  must  include  a  full 
statement  of  the  reasons  why 
confidential  treatment  should  be 
granted.  Ibe  Commission  will  either 
accept  the  submission  in  confidence  or 
return  it. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ruby  ).  Dionne,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
Telephone  (202)  205-1802. 

Issued:  April  1, 1992. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8069  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  TSaS  02  M 
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I  Investigation  337-TA-336] 

Certain  Single  In-Line  Memory 
Modules  and  Products  Containing 
Same:  Initial  Determination 
Terminating  Respondent  on  the  Basis 
of  Settlement  Agreement 

agency:  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commission  has  received  an  initial 
determination  from  the  presiding  officer 
in  the  above  captioned  investigation 
terminating  the  following  respondents 
on  the  basis  of  a  settlement  agreement: 
Matsushita  Electric  Industrial  Co.,  Ltd. 
and  Matsushita  Electric  Corporation  of 
America. 

SUPPtEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
investigation  is  being  conducted 
pursuant  to  section  337  of  the  Tarifr  Act 
of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1337).  Under  the 
Commission’s  rules,  the  presiding 
officer’s  initial  determination  will 
become  the  determination  of  the 
Commission  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
date  of  its  service  upon  the  parties, 
unless  the  Commission  orders  review  of 
the  initial  determination.  ’The  initial 
determination  in  this  matter  was  served 
upon  parties  on  March  31, 1992. 

Copies  of  the  initial  determination,  the 
settlement  agreement,  and  all  other 
nonconfidential  documents  filed  in 
connection  with  this  investigation  are 
available  for  inspection  during  official 
business  hours  (8:45  a.m.  to  5:15  p.m.)  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  500  E 
Street  SW.,  Washington  DC  20436, 
telephone  (202)  205-2000.  Hearing 
impaired  individuals  are  advised  that 
information  on  this  matter  can  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the 
Commission’s  TDD  terminal  on  (202) 
205-1810. 

WRITTEN  COMMENTS:  Interested  persons 
may  file  written  comments  with  the 
Commission  concerning  termination  of 
the  aforementioned  respondents.  ’The 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  sudi 
documents  must  be  filed  with  die 
Secretary  to  the  Commission,  500  E 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20436,  no 
later  than  10  days  afier  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Rej^ter.  Any 
person  desiring  to  submit  a  document 
(or  portions  thereof)  to  the  Commission 
in  confidence  must  request  confidential 
treatment.  Such  requests  should  be 
directed  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission  and  must  include  a  full 
statement  of  the  reasons  why 
confidential  treatment  should  be 
granted.  The  Commission  will  either 
accept  the  submission  in  confidence  or 
return  it. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ruby  J.  Dioime,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.*  International  Trade  Commission, 
Telephone  (202)  205-1802. 

Issued:  March  31, 1992. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8074  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
KUJNQ  CODE  702(M»-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  388  (Sub4lo.  27)1 

Intrastate  Rail  Rate  Authority;  Oregon 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  recertification. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  49  U.S.C. 

11501(b),  the  Commission  recertifies  the 
State  of  Oregon  to  regulate  intrastate 
rail  rates,  classifications,  rules,  and 
practices  for  a  5-year  period. 

DATES:  Recertification  will  be  effective 
May  8, 1992  and  will  expire  May  7, 1997. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Joseph  H.  Dettmar,  (202)  927-6660.  [TDD 
for  hearing  impaired:  (202)  927-5721]. 
SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  decision.  To  purchase 
a  copy  of  the  full  decision,  write  to,  call, 
or  pi(^  up  in  person  from:  Dynamic 
Concepts,  Inc.,  room  2229,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20423.  Telephone:  (202) 
289-4357/4359.  [Assistance  for  the 
hearing  impaired  is  available  through 
TDD  services:  (202)  927-5721.] 

Decided:  March  31, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Philbin,  Vice 
Chairman  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips,  and  Emmett. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8056  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

MLUNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Notic«  Of  Consent  Judgment  in  Action 
To  Enjoin  Violation  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act(“CAA”) 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  38  Fed.  Reg.  19029, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Consent 
Decree  in  United  States  v.  Quality 
Wallcovering,  Inc.,  Civil  Action  No.  92- 
1214(HAA),  was  lodged  with  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  on  March  20, 1992.  The 


Consent  Decree  provides  for  penalties 
for  violations  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7401  et  seq.,  and  the  New  Jersey 
State  Implementation  Plan  (“SIP”), 
N.J.A.C.  7:27-16,  concerning  limitations 
on  emissions  from  defendant  Quality 
Wallcovering  and  enjoins  defendant 
from  further  violations  of  the  Act  and 
SIP. 

’The  Department  of  Justice  will 
receive,  for  thirty  (30)  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  written 
comments  relating  to  the  Consent 
Decree.  Comments  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Acting  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  Environment  and  Natural 
Resources  Division,  Department  of 
Justice,  Washington,  DC  20530,  and 
should  refer  to  United  States  v.  Quality 
Wallcovering,  Inc.,  D.O.J.  Ref.  No.  90-5- 
2-1-1519. 

The  Consent  Decree  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  United  States 
Attorney,  970  Broad  Street,  room  502, 
Newark,  New  Jersey  07101;  at  the 
Region  n  Office  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  New  York  12078;  and  at  the 
Environmental  Enforcement  Section 
Document  Center,  601  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  Building,  NW.,  WasMngton,  DC 
20004  (202-347-2072).  A  copy  of  the 
Consent  Decree  may  be  obtained  in 
person  or  by  mail  from  the 
Environmental  Enforcement  Section 
Document  Center,  601  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Box  1097,  Washington, 

DC  20004.  In  requesting  a  copy,  please 
raclose  a  check  in  the  amount  of  $3.00 
(for  copying  costs)  payable  to  Consent 
Decree  Library. 

Bairy  M.  Hartman, 

Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources  Division. 
[FR  Doc.  92-8038  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  441(M)1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

[TA-W-25. 737] 

Leviton  Manufacturing  Cable  Electric 
Products  Division,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island;  Amended  Certification 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  issued  a 
Certificafion  of  Eligibility  to  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance  on  June 
19, 1991  applicable  to  all  workers  of 
Cable  Electric  Products,  Inc.,  in 
Providence,  Rhode  Island.  ’The 
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certincstion  notice  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  28, 1991  (57  FR 
29718). 

At  the  request  of  the  State  Agency  the 
Department  reviewed  the  certification 
for  Cable  Electric  Products,  Inc.,  in 
Providence  Rhode  Island.  New 
information  received  by  the  Department 
shows  that  Cable  Electric  Products,  Inc., 
was  dissolved  on  July  1, 1991  and  that 
the  parent  company,  Leviton 
Manufacturing,  assumed  control  of  the 
assets.  The  review  shows  that  Leviton 
Manufacturing  meets  all  the 
requirements  for  a  successor-in-interest 
firm. 

The  amended  notice  applicable  to 
TA-W-25,737  is  hereby  issued  as 
follows: 

All  workers  of  Cable  Electric  Products,  Inc., 
Providence  Rhode  Island  or  its  successor-in- 
interest  hrm  Cable  Electric  Products  Division 
of  Leviton  Manufacturing  in  Providence, 
Rhode  Island  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  bom  employment  on  or  after  April 
8, 1990  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  section  223  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC,  this  1st  day  of 
April  1992. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8085  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BiLUNG  CODE  4510-30-M 

[TA-W-26, 666;  et  al.] 

Exxon  Co.,  U.SA.,  Exxon  Corp.,  etal.; 
Amended  Certification  Regarding 
Eiigibiiity  To  Appiy  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  issued  a 
Certification  of  Eligibility  to  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance  on 
February  11, 1992,  applicable  to  all 
workers  of  Exxon  Company,  U.S.A. 
Onshore  Exploration  Division,  Denver, 
Colorado;  Midland  Office,  Midland, 
Texas  and  the  Eastern  Division 
Production  Department,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana.  The  Certification  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  4, 1992  (57  FR  7794). 

At  the  request  of  the  State  Agency  the 
Department  reveiwed  the  subject 
certification.  New  information  shows 
that  the  claimants’  wages  are  being 
reported  under  a  successor  account 
called  Exxon  Corporation.  Exxon 
Company,  U.S.A..  the  previous  accoimt, 
went  inactive  on  December  31, 1989. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  properly  reflect 
the  correct  worker  group,  the 
Department  has  included  the  name  of 


the  Exxon  Corporation  as  the  succcessor 
firm. 

The  amended  notice  applicable  to 
TA-W-26,  666,  TA-W-26,  772  and  TA¬ 
W-26,  798  is  hereby  issued  as  follows: 

All  workers  of  Exxon  Corporation 
(formerly  Exxon  Company,  U.S.A.)  Onshore 
Exploration  Division,  Denver,  Colorado  (TA- 
W-26,  666);  the  Midland  Office,  Midland, 
Texas  (TA-W-26,  772):  and  the  Eastern 
Division  Production  Department ,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  (TA-W-26,  798)  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  December  4, 1990 
(TA-W6-28. 666):  December  31, 1990  (TA-W- 
26,  772)  and  January  21, 1991  (TA-W-26,  798), 
respectively,  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  DC,  this  31st  day  of 
March  1992. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8086  Filed  4-7-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4510-30-M 


[TA-W-26, 730] 

Halliburton  Logging  Services, 
Incorporated,  Headquartered  in 
Houston,  TX  and  Operating  at  Various 
Locations 

TA-W-28,728 

Gulf  Coast  Division,  headquartered  in  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  and  operating  at  various 
sites  out  of  the  following  offices: 
TA-W-28,728A  Bossier  City.  LA. 
TA-W-26.728B  Houma.  LA. 

TA-W-26.728C  Ufayette,  LA. 
TA-W-26,728D  Uurel,  MS. 

TA-W-26,728E  Tuscaloosa,  AL, 
TA-W-26,728F  Lake  Charles,  LA. 
TA-W-28,728G  Victoria,  TX. 

TA-W-26,72fiH  Beaumont,  TX. 
TA-W-26,72ai  Richmond,  TX. 

TA-W-28.728J  Tyler.  TX. 

TA-W-28,728K  Alice,  TX. 

TA-W-26,728L  Dallas.  TX. 

TA-W-26,728M  Corpus  Christi,  TX. 
TA-W-26,728N  Sonora.  TX. 

TA-W-26.7280  Terminal.  TX. 

TA-W-28,731 

Mid-Continent  Division,  headquartered  in 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  and  operating  at 
various  sites  out  of  the  following  offices: 
TA-W-26,731B  Pampa,  TX. 

TA-W-26.731C  San  Angelo.  TX. 
TA-W-28,731D  Odessa.  TX. 

TA-W-28,731E  Wichita  Falls.  TX. 
TA-W-26,731F  Hobbs.  NM. 

TA-W-26.731G  Pauls  VaUey,  OK. 
TA-W-26,731H  Shawnee,  OK. 

TA-W-26,731I  Woodward.  OK. 
TA-W-28,731J  Great  Bend.  KS. 
TA-W-26.731K  Uberal,  KS. 

TA-W-26,731L  Fort  Smith.  AR. 
TA-W-26.731M  Homer  City.  PA. 
TA-W-26,731N  Meadville,  PA. 
TA-W-26,73lO  Mt.  Pleasant,  MI. 


TA-W-26,731P  Gate  City.  VA. 

TA-W-26,731Q  Parkersburg,  WV. 
TA-W-26.731R  Duncan.  OK. 

TA-W-26,731S  Enid,  OK. 

TA-W-28,731T  Indiana,  PA. 

TA-W-26,731U  Pittsburgh,  PA. 

TA-W-28,727 

Halliburton  Geodata,  headquartered  in 
Houston,  Texas  and  operating  at  various 
other  sites  in  the  following  states: 
TA-W-26.727A  Texas 
TA-W-26,727B  Louisiana 
TA-W-26,727C  Colorado 
TA-W-26,727D  Wyoming 
TA-W-26,727E  California 
TA-W-26.727F  Alaska 

TA-W-28,729 

Halliburton/Vaim  Systems,  headquartered 
in  Houston,  Texas  and  operating  at  various 
other  sites  in  the  following  states: 
TA-W-26,729A  Texas 
TA-W-26.729B  Alaska 
TA-W-26,729C  Mississippi 
TA-W-26,729D  New  Mexico 
TA-W-28,729E  California 
TA-W-26,729F  Louisiana 
TA-W-26,729G  Wyoming 
TA-W-26.729H  Oklahoma 

TA-W-28,732 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Incorporated, 
Austin  Research  Center,  Austin.  Texas 

TA-W-28,732A 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Incorporated, 

Ft  Worth  Manufacturing  Plant  Ft  Worth, 
Texas 

TA-W-28,732B 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Incorporated, 
Alvarado  Special  Tools  Plant  Alvarado, 
Texas 

Amended  Certification  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  issued  a 
Certification  of  Eligibility  to  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance  on 
March  8, 1992,  applicable  to  all  workers 
of  Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Inc., 
headquartered  in  Houston,  Texas  (TA- 
W-26,730)  including  the  Gulf  Coast  and 
Mid-Continent  Divisions  and 
Halliburton  Geodata  and  Halliburton/ 
Vann  Systems  both  headquartered  in 
Houston,  Texas:  the  Austin  Research 
Center  in  Austin,  Texas  and  the  Ft. 
Worth  Manufacturing  Plant  in  Ft.  Worth, 
Texas.  The  Certification  notice  was 
issued  on  March  6, 1992  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  March  25, 

1992  (57  FR  10386). 

At  the  request  of  the  State  Agency  the 
Department  is  amending  the  subject 
certifications  by  canceling  the  Abilene, 
Texas  location  (TA-W-26,731A)  of 
Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Mid 
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Continent  Division  because  the  workers 
are  currently  certified  under  TA-W- 
26,433.  In  addition,  the  certification 
notice  is  being  amended  so  as  to  include 
Halliburton  Logging’s  Gulf  Coast 
Division's  locations  of  Alice,  Texas; 
Dallas,  Texas;  Corpus  Christi,  Texas; 
Sonora,  Texas;  and  Terminal,  Texas  and 
Halliburton  Logging's  Mid-Continent 
Division’s  locations  of  Duncan, 
Oklahoma;  Enid,  Oklahoma;  Indiana, 
Pennsylv€inia;  and  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania.  Also  included  are  the 
States  where  workers  of  Halliburton 
Geodata  and  Halliburton/ Vann  Systems 
operate. 

The  intent  of  the  Department's 
certification  is  to  include  all  workers  of 
Halliburton  Logging  Services, 
Halliburton  Geodata  and  Halliburton/ 
Vann  Systems  who  were  adversely 
afiected  by  increased  import  of  crude  oil 
and  natural  gas. 

The  amended  notice  applicable  to 
TA-W-20,727  throu^  TA-W-26,732B  is 
hereby  issued  as  follows: 

All  workers  of  Halliburton  Logging 
Services,  Inc.,  headquartered  in  Houston, 
Texas  (TA-W-26,730]  and  operating  at 
various  locations  out  of  the  following  cited 
offices;  Halliburton  Geodata  and 
Halliburton/ Vann  Systems  both 
headquartered  in  Houston,  Texas  and 
operating  at  various  other  sites  in  the 
following  dted  States  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  January  1, 1991  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974: 

TA-W-26.728 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Gulf  Coast 
Division,  headquartered  in  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana  and  operating  at  various  sites  out 
of  the  following  offices: 

TA-W-26,728A  Bossier  City,  LA. 
TA-W-28,728B  Houma,  LA. 

TA-W-26,728C  Lafayette,  LA. 

TA-W-26.728D  UureL  MS. 

TA-W-28.728E  Tuscaloosa,  AL 
TA-W-28,728F  Lake  Charies,  LA. 
TA-W-28.728G  Victoria,  TX. 

TA-W-28.728H  Beaumont,  TX. 

TA-W-26.728I  Richmond.  TX. 

TA-W-26,7281  Tyler.  TX. 

TA-W-26,728K  Alice.  TX. 

TA-W-26.728L  Dallas,  TX. 

TA-W-26,728M  Corpus  Christi  TX. 
TA-W-28.728N  Sonora.  TX. 

TA-VV-26,7280  Terminal  TX. 

TA-W-26,731 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Mid- 
Continent  Division,  headquartered  in 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  and  operating  at 
various  sites  out  of  the  following  offices: 
TA-W-26.731B  Pampa,  TX. 

TA-W-26.731C  San  Angelo.  TX. 
TA-W-26.731D  Odessa.  TX. 

TA-W-28.731E  Wichita  Falls,  TX. 
TA-W-28.731F  Hobbs.  NM. 

TA-W-28,731G  Pauls  Valley.  OK. 
TA-W-26.731H  Shawnee.  OK. 


TA-W-28,7311  Woodward.  OK. 
TA-W-26.731J  Great  Bend.  KS. 
TA-W-26.731K  Uberal,  KS. 

TA-W-26,731L  Fort  Smith,  AR. 
TA-W-26,73lM  Homer  City,  PA 
TA-W-26.731N  Meadville,  PA 
TA-W-26,73lO  Mt.  Heasanl  MI. 
TA-W-28.731P  Gate  City.  VA. 
TA-W-26,73lQ  Parkersburg,  WV. 
TA-W-26.731R  Duncan,  OK. 

TA-W-26.731S  Enid,  OK. 

TA-W-26,731T  Indiana,  PA. 

TA-W-26,731U  Pittsburgh,  PA 

TA-W-28,727 

Halliburton  Geodata,  headquartered  in 
Houston,  Texas  and  operating  at  various 
other  sites  in  the  following  states: 
TA-W-26.727A  Texas 
TA-W-28,727B  Louisiana 
TA-W-26,727C  Colorado 
TA-W-26,727D  Wyoming 
TA-W-26.727E  CaUfomia 
TA-W-26.727F  Alaska 

TA-W-28,729 

Halliburton/Vann  Systems,  headquartered 
in  Houston,  Texas  and  operating  at  various 
other  sites  in  the  following  states: 
TA-W-28.729A  Texas 
TA-W-28.729B  Alaska 
TA-W-26,729C  Mississippi 
TA-W-26,729D  New  Mexico 
TA-W-26,729E  California 
TA-W-26,729F  Louisiana 
TA-W-26,729G  Wyoming 
TA-W-26,729H  Oklahoma 

TA-W-28.732 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Incorporated, 
Austin  Research  Center,  Austin,  Texas 

TA-W-26,732A 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Incorporated, 
FL  Worth  Manufacturing  Plant,  Ft  Worth, 
Texas 

TA-W-26,732B 

Halliburton  Logging  Services,  Incorporated, 
Alvarado  Special  Tool  Plant  Alvarado, 
Texas 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC,  this  31st  day  of 
March  1992. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8089  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4510-3(>-M 


Determinations  Regarding  Eiigibiiity 
To  Appiy  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of  determinations  regarding 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  issued  during  the  period  of 
March  1992. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 


adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  in  the 
workers’  firm,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof,  have  become  totally 
or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  the  firm  or  subdivision  have 
decreased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  die  firm  or 
appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the 
separations,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the 
absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

Negative  Determinations 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  the 
investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3) 
has  not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker 
separations  at  the  firm. 

TA-W-26,842;  L  &  M  Sportswear  Co., 
Roseta,  PA 

TA-W-26,773:  Fiesta  Apparel,  Inc., 
Hoboken,  NJ 

TA-W-26,726:  Chicago  Pneumatic  Tool 
Co,  Utica,  NY 

TA-W-26,879;  Christy  Fashions,  Glen 
Lyon,  PA 

TA-W-26,816;  Park  Drop  Forge  Co., 
Cleveland,  OH 

TA-W-26,811;  Knox  Knitting  Col,  Inc., 
Creston,  NC 

In  the  following  cases,  the 
investigation  revealed  that  the  criteria 
for  eligibility  has  not  been  met  for  the 
reasons  specified. 

TA-W-26,954:  UAW  Family  Education 
Center,  Onaway,  MI 
The  workers’  firm  does  not  produce 
an  article  as  required  for  certification 
under  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

TA-W-26,944;  Manville  Sales  Corp, 
Denver,  CO 

The  workers’  firm  does  not  produce 
an  article  as  required  for  certification 
under  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

TA-W-26,750;  Ford  Motor  Co.,  Tulsa 
Glass  Plant,  Tulsa,  OK 
The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met  for  the 
workers  in  the  float  glass  operation  of 
Ford  Motor  Co.,  Tulsa  Glass  Plant  in 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma.  Sales  or  production 
did  not  decline  during  the  relevant 
period  as  required  for  certification. 
TA-W-26,802;  First  Seismic  Corp., 
Headquarters,  Houston,  TX  and 
Operating  out  of  the  following 
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offices:  TA-W-26,799;  Oklahoma 
City.  OK.  TA-W-28, 800;  Dallas.  TX. 
TA-W-26.801;  New  Orleans.  LA. 
TA-W-26.803;  Midland.  TX.  TA¬ 
W-26.804.  Denver.  CO 
U.S.  imports  of  crude  oil  declined 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
shipments  in  1991  compared  to  1990. 

Also  U.S.  shipments  and  exports  of  dry 
natmal  gas  increased  in  1991  compared 
to  1990  and  that  imports  did  not  increase 
relative  to  domestic  shipments  and 
consumption. 

TA-W-26,791;  Union  Texas.  Petroleum 
Corp..  Houston.  TX 
U.S.  imports  of  crude  oil  declined 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
shipments  in  the  hrst  eleven  months  of 
1991  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1990. 

TA-W-26.797;  East  Texas  Pipe  Service. 
Hughes.  Springs.  TX 
U.S.  imports  of  crude  oil  declined 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
shipments  in  the  Hrst  eleven  months  of 
1991  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1990. 

TA-W-26.853:  D&R  Cedar.  Forks.  WA 
U.S.  imports  of  shakes  and  shingles 
decreased  in  1991  compared  to  1990. 
TA-W-26.682;  Barnhart  Drilling.  Inc.. 
Riverton.  WY 

U.S.  imports  of  crude  oil  declined 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
shipment  in  ]an-Sept  1991  compared 
with  the  same  period  in  1990. 
TA-W-26,758;  Santa  Fe  Drilling  Co.. 
Houston.  TX 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (2)  has  not  been  met.  Sales  or 
production  did  not  decline  during  the 
relevant  period  as  required  for 
certification. 

TA-W-26.899;  Taunton  Engineering  C.. 
Taunton.  MA 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (2)  has  not  been  met.  Sales  or 
production  did  not  decline  during  the 
relevant  period  as  required  for 
certiHcation. 

TA-W-26,794;  Conagra  Flour  Mill. 
Blackwell.  OK 

The  investigation  revealed  that  the 
workers  of  Conagra  Flour  Mill, 
Blackwell,  OK  were  laid  off  due  to  a 
decline  in  export  sales  of  wheat  flour 
from  the  plant  and  not  due  to  imports  of 
articles  produced  by  the  firm.  A  loss  of 
export  sales  is  not  a  basis  for 
certification  under  terms  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-26.823;  T-M  Vacuum  Products. 
Inc.  Tri-R-Tool  Co..  Riverton.  NJ 
The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (2)  has  not  been  met.  Sales  or 


production  did  not  decline  during  the 
relevant  period  as  required  for 
certification. 

TA-W-26.872;  National-Oilwell. 

Garland.  TX 

U.S.  imports  of  oil  and  gas  field 
machinery  were  not  important  when 
comp£ired  to  U.S.  shipments  and 
exports. 

TA-W-26.806;  Halliburton  Services. 
Bradford.  PA 

U.S.  imports  of  crude  oil  declined 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
shipments  in  1991  compared  to  1990. 

Also  U.S.  shipment  and  export  of  dry 
natural  gas  increased  in  1991  compared 
to  1990  and  that  imports  did  not  increase 
relative  to  domestic  shipment  and 
consumption. 

TA-W-26.821  &  TA-W-26.822; 
Schlumberger  Well  Services. 

Corpus  Christi.  TX  and  Alice.  TX 
U.S.  imports  of  crude  oil  declined 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
shipments  in  1991  compared  to  1990. 

Also  U.S.  shipment  and  export  of  dry 
natural  gas  increased  in  1991  compared 
to  1990  and  that  imports  did  not  increase 
relative  to  domestic  shipment  and 
consumption. 

Affirmative  Determinations 

TA-W-26.828;  The  American  Fabrics 
Co.  Bridgeport.  CT 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  February 

3. 1991. 

TA-W-26.834:  Dexter  Shoe  Co..  Milo. 
ME 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  January 

14. 1991. 

TA-W-26.951:  Somerset  Knitting  Mills. 
Philadelphia.  PA 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  October 

13. 1991. 

TA-W-26.820;  RMI  Sodium  Co.. 
Ashtabula.  OH 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  Janucuy  3, 
1991. 

TA-W-26.809;  Kelsey-Hays  Corp..  Mt. 
Vernon.  OH 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  January 

13, 1991. 

TA-W-26.756;  RMI  Titanium  Co.. 

Metals  Reduction  Plant.  Ashtabula. 
OH 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  October  1, 
1991. 

TA-W-26.762;  A.O.  Smith  Electrical 
Products  Co..  Upper  Sandusky.  OH 


A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  January 
126, 1992. 

TA-W-28.750;  Ford  Motor  Co..  Tulas 
Glass  Plant.  Tulsa.  OK 
A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  engaged  in  the  production  of 
side  and  rear  window  operations  for 
Ford  Motor  Co.,  Tulsa  Glass  Plant  in 
Tulsa,  OK  on  or  after  December  19, 1990. 
TA-W-26.841;  Jodi  Lynn  Apparel  Co.. 
Inc..  Nazareth.  PA 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  separated  on  or  after  January 

28, 1991. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the 
aforementioned  determinations  were 
issued  during  the  month  of  March  1992. 
Copies  of  these  determinations  are 
available  for  inspection  in  room  C-4318, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20210  during  normal  business  hours 
or  will  be  mailed  to  persons  to  write  to 
the  above  address. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director.  Officeof  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8088  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  cooe  4510-3(Hi 


[TA-W-26, 575] 

N.H.  Industries  aJc  A  Shirey  Co^  Inc,, 
Greenville,  TX;  Amended  Certification 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273J  the 
Department  of  Labor  issued  a 
Certification  of  Eligibility  to  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  on  January  29, 1992, 
applicable  to  all  workers  of  N.H. 
Industries,  Greenville,  Texas.  The  notice 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  14, 1992  (57  FR  5472). 

At  the  request  of  the  State  Agency, 
the  Department  reviewed  the  subject 
certification.  New  information  ft’om  the 
company  shows  the  Shirey  Company 
was  dissolved  on  March  31, 1991  and  its 
operations  were  taken  over  by  the 
newly  formed  N.H.  Industries  who 
produce  the  same  product  with  the  same 
workforce  as  the  Shirey  Company. 

Other  information  shows  that  the  Shirey 
Company,  Inc.,  meets  all  the 
requirements  for  a  predecessor-in¬ 
interest  firm  to  N.H.  Industries  in 
Greenville,  Texas.  Therefore,  the 
certification  is  amended  to  properly 
reflect  the  correct  worker  group.  The 
amended  notice  applicable  to  TA-W- 
26,575  is  hereby  issued  as  follows: 
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All  workers  of  the  Greenville,  Texas  plant 
of  N.R  Industries,  previously  known  as  the 
Shirey  Company,  Greenville,  Texas  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  about  October  16, 1990  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC,  this  31st  day  of 
Mar^  1992. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  92-8087  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  4S10-30-M 

Job  Training  Partnership  Act: 
Announcement  of  Proposed  Non- 
Competitive  Grant  Award 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration.  Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  award  a 
noncompetitive  grant. 

summary:  The  Employment  and 
Training  Administration  (ETA) 
announces  its  intent  to  award  a 
noncompetitive  grant  to  the  Contact 
Center,  Inc.  of  Lincoln,  Nebraska,  for  the 
provision  of  specialized  ser\'ices  under 
the  authority  of  the  Job  Training 
Partnership  Act  OTPA). 

DATES:  It  is  anticipated  that  this  grant 
award  will  be  executed  by  April  25, 

1992,  and  will  be  funded  for  1  year. 
Submit  comments  by  4:45  p.m.  (Eastern 
Time),  on  April  23, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  regarding 
this  proposed  assistance  award  to:  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Employment  and 
Training  Administration,  room  C-4305, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20210,  Attention: 
Charlotte  Adams;  Reference  FR-DAA- 
92-003. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration  (ETA)  announces  its 
intent  to  award  a  noncompetitive  grant 
to  the  Contact  Center,  Inc.  of  Lincoln, 
Nebraska.  Contact  Center,  Inc.,  will 
provide  JTPA  information  to  individuals 
calling  the  Contact  Center  hotline  in 
response  to  general  project  plus  public 
service  announcements  and  follow  up 
with  written  information  where 
appropriate.  Funds  for  this  activity  are 
authorized  by  the  Job  Training 
Partnership  Act,  as  amended,  title  IV — 
Federally  Administered  Programs.  The 
proposed  funding  is  approximately 
$48,000  for  twelve  months. 

Issued  at  Washington,  DC,  on  March  20. 
1992. 

Robert  D.  Parker, 

ETA  Grant  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-7979  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
WLUNO  CODE  S610-S0-M 


Office  of  Work-Based  Learning, 

Federal  Committee  on  Apprenticeship; 
Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-462;  5  U.S.  App.  1)  of  October  5, 
1972,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Committee  on  Apprenticeship 
(FCA)  will  conduct  an  open  meeting  on 
April  28, 1992,  from  8:30  a.m.-4:30  p.m.; 
April  29,  from  8:30  a.m.-12  noon  at  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  room  N-4437 
A-D,  200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington  DC  20210. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

Tuesday,  April  28 

8:30  a.m.  Call  Meeting  to  Order 

Introduction  of  Members  and  DOL 
officials 

Committee  Chair’s  Report  and  Plans  for 
the  meeting 
Approval  of  Minutes 
Report  from  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship 
and  Training 

Apprenticeship  Information 
Management  System 
General  Accounting  Office  Report  on 
Apprenticeship 

Presentation  of  Sub-Committee  Reports 

•  ‘Traditional  Apprenticeship 
Programs 

•  Non-Traditional  Apprenticeship 
Programs 

•  Underrepresented  Groups 

•  Quality  of  Apprenticeship  Programs 

•  Naitonal  Training  System 

•  Apprenticeship  Operations 

•  Legislation 

•  Apprentice  OSHA  Safety  Training 
Report  of  State  Apprenticeship  Directors 

Survey  System 
Strategic  Plan  for  Promoting 
Apprenticeship 
National  Training  Standards 
4  p.m.  Public  Comments 
4:30  p.m.  Recess  to  reconvene  April  29, 
1992,  at  8:30  a.m. 

Note:  Lunch  will  be  taken  at  12  noon  to  1 
p.m. 

Wednesday,  April  29 

8:30  a.m.  Resume  Presentation  of  Sub- 
Committee  Reports 

Immigration — Employment  and  Training 
Considerations 
Purpose  of  FCA  Fund 
FCA  Members’  Projects  Relating  to 
Apprenticeship 

Future  FCA  Actions  and  Considerations 
Other  Business/ Administrative  Matters 
Plans  for  Next  Meeting 


12  Noon  Adjourn 

Note:  The  order  of  agenda  items  may  be 
revised  due  to  time  constraints  and 
availability  of  topic  speakers. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  the  proceedings. 

Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishers  to  file  written  data,  views  or 
arguments  pertaining  to  the  agenda  may 
do  so  by  furnishing  a  copy  to  the 
Executive  Director  at  any  time.  Papers 
received  on  or  before  April  22, 1992,  will 
be  included  in  the  record  of  the  meeting. 

Any  member  of  the  public  who  wishes 
to  speak  at  this  meeting  should  so 
indicate  the  nature  of  intended 
presentation  and  the  amount  of  time 
should  be  limited  to  no  more  than  5 
minutes.  The  Chairperson  will  announce 
at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting  the 
extent  to  which  time  will  permit  the 
granting  of  such  requests. 
Communications  to  the  Executive 
Director  should  be  addressed  as  follows: 
Mr.  Minor  R.  Miller,  Office  of  Work- 
Based  Learning,  ETA,  U.S.  Department 
of  Labor,  200  Constitution  Avehue,  NW., 
room  N-4649,  Frances  Perkins  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20210;  telephone 
number  (202)  535-0540. 

Signed  at  Washington.  DC,  this  Slst  day  of 
March  1992. 

Roberts  T.  Jones, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  Employment 
and  Training. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8083  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

WUJNQ  CODE  4510-3»-M 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (92-211 

Agency  Report  Forms  Under  0MB 
Review 

agency:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  agency  report  forms 
under  0MB  review. 

SUMMARY:  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C 
chapter  35),  agencies  are  required  to 
submit  proposed  information  collection 
requests  to  0MB  for  review  and 
approval,  and  to  publish  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  notifying  the  public  that 
the  agency  has  made  the  submission. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms,  the 
requests  for  clearance  (S.F.  83’s), 
supporting  statements,  instructions, 
transmittal  letters  and  other  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  for  review,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Agency  Clearance 
Officer.  Comments  on  the  items  listed 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Agency 
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Clearance  Officer  and  the  OMB 
Paperwork  Reduction  Project. 

DATES:  Comments  are  requested  by  May 
6, 1992.  If  you  anticipate  commenting  on 
a  form  but  find  that  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  from  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the  OMB 
Paperwork  Reduction  Project  and  the 
Agency  Clearance  Officer  of  your  intent 
as  early  as  possible. 

ADDRESSES:  Mr.  D.  A.  Gerstner,  NASA 
Agency  Clearance  Officer,  Code  JTD, 
NASA  Headquarters.  Washington,  DC 
20546;  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Paperwork  Reduction  Project 
(270(M)042),  Washington,  DC  20503. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Shirley  C.  Peigare,  NASA  Reports 
Officer,  (202)  453-9897. 

Reports 

Title:  Information  Collection  fix)m  the 
Public  in  Support  of  the  NASA 
Acquisition  I^cess. 

OMB  Number  2700-0042. 

Type  of  Request:  Revision. 

Frequency  of  Report  As  required. 
Type  of  Respondent:  Individuals  or 
households,  state  or  local  governments, 
businesses  or  other  for-profit,  non-profit 
institutions,  small  businesses  or 
organizations. 

Number  of  Respondents:  166,045. 
Responses  per  Respondent:  2. 

Annual  Responses:  332,091. 

Hours  per  Response:  32. 

Annual  Burden  Hours:  10,624,820. 
Abstract-Need/Uses:  Information 
collection  is  required  to  evaluate  bids 
and  proposals  fiom  offerors  in  order  to 
award  contracts  for  required  goods  and 
services  in  support  of  NASA’s  mission. 
It  also  includes  reporting  requirements 
under  NASA  contracts. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

Donald  ).  Andreotta, 

Acting  Chief,  IRM  Policy  and  Acquisition 
Management  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6051  FUed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BIOINQ  CODE  7S10-01-M 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  FOR 
EMPLOYMENT  POUCY 

Meeting 

action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-463;  86  Stat  770]  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  public  meeting  to  be 
held  in  Ashlawn  North  of  the  Vista 
International  Hotel,  Washington,  DC. 
DATES:  Thursday,  April  23, 1992  9  a.m.-3 
p.m.;  Friday,  April  24, 1992  9  a.m.-12 
p.m. 


STATUS:  The  meeting  is  to  be  open  to  the 
public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED*.  The  purpose 
of  this  public  meeting  is  to  enable  the 
Commission  members  to  discuss 
progress  on  the  research  agenda,  future 
research,  and  budget  and  administrative 
matters. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Biurbara  C.  McQuown,  Director, 

National  Commission  for  Employment 
Policy,  1522  K  Street  NW.,  suite  300, 
Washington,  DC  20005,  (202]  724-1545. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Commission  for  Employment 
Policy  was  established  pursuant  to  title 
IV-F  of  the  Job  Training  Partnership  Axrt 
(Pub.  L  97-300].  The  Act  charges  the 
Commission  with  the  broad 
responsibility  of  advising  the  President 
and  the  Congress  on  nationed 
employment  issues. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Handicapped  Individuals 
wishing  to  attend  shoidd  contact  the 
Commission  so  that  appropriate 
accommodations  can  be  made. 

Anyone  wishing  to  submit  comments 
prior  to  the  meeting,  should  do  so  by 
April  17,  and  they  will  be  included  in  the 
minutes.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  headquarters,  1522  K 
Street  NW.,  suite  300,  Washington,  DC 
20005. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC,  this  1st  day  of 
April  1992. 

Barbara  C.  McQuown, 

Director,  National  Commission  for 
Employment  Policy. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8084  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BOiJNQ  CODE  4S10-aS-« 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

National  Endowment  for  the  Arts 

Music  Advisory  Panel;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a](2]  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-463],  as  amended,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Music 
Advisory  Panel  (Solo  Recitalists 
FellowsUps  Section]  to  the  National 
Council  on  the  Arts  will  be  held  on  April 
29, 1992  fiom  9  a.m.-5:30  p.m.  and  April 
30  from  9  a.m.-4:30  p.m.  in  room  M-14  at 
the  Nancy  Hanks  Center,  1100 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20506. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  on  April  30  bom  3  p.m.-4:30 
p.m.  The  topics  will  be  policy  review 
and  guidelines  discussion. 

The  remaining  portions  of  this  meeting 
on  April  29  fix)m  9  a.m.-5;30  p.m.  and 


April  30  from  9  a.m.-3  p.m.  are  for  the 
purpose  of  Panel  review,  discussion, 
evaluation,  and  recommendation  on 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  including  information  given  in 
confidence  to  the  agency  by  grant 
applicants.  In  accordance  with  the 
determiniation  of  the  Chairman  of 
November  20, 1991,  these  sessions  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsection  (c](4],  (6]  and  (9](B]  of 
section  552b  of  title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Any  person  may  observe  meetings,  or 
portions  thereof,  of  advisory  panels 
which  are  open  to  the  public,  and  may 
be  permitted  to  participate  in  the  panel’s 
discussions  at  the  discretion  of  the  panel 
chairman  and  with  the  approval  of  the 
full-time  Federal  employee  in 
attendance. 

If  you  need  special  accommodations 
due  to  a  disabifity,  please  contact  the 
Office  of  Special  Constituencies, 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts,  1100 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20506,  202/682-5532, 
TTY  202/682-5496,  at  least  seven  (7] 
days  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Ms. 
Yvonne  M.  Sabine.  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington. 
DC  20506,  or  call  (202]  682-5433. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

Yvonne  Sabine, 

Director,  Council  and  Panel  Operations, 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 

[FR  Doa  92-8037  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7S97-«1-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Commlttss  on  the  Medical 
Uses  of  Isotopes:  Meeting 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  meeting  and  request 
for  comment 

summary:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC]  will  convene  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Medical  Uses  of  Isotopes  (ACMUI] 
to  provide  the  ACMUI  with  status 
reports  on  medical  use  rulemakings,  and 
request  ACMUI  guidance  on  certain 
re^atory  and  administrative  issues. 

The  NRC  staff  will  provide  the 
ACMUI  with  status  reports  on  a  petition 
for  the  rulemaking  regarding  the  practice 
of  radiopharmacy;  the  implementation 
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of  the  Quality  Management  Rule:  the 
administration  of  byproduct  matenal  or 
radiation  from  byproduct  matenal  to 
pregnant  or  nursing  women;  clarification 
of  training  requirements  for  authorized 
users;  and  the  expansion  of  the  ACMUI. 
The  staff  will  request  guidemce  on  NRC 
acceptance  of  training  provided  by  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  and 
Surgeons  of  Canada  to  physicians  who 
have  applied  to  be  authorized  users 
under  10  CFR  35.100  and  200;  abnormal 
occurrence  criteria;  and  broad  scope 
licensing. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at  8:30 
a.m.  on  May  7  and  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES;  Sheraton  Reston  Hotel, 

11810  Sunrise  Valley  Drive,  Reston, 
Virginia.  Submit  comments  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  ATTN: 
Advisory  Committee  Management 
Officer,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT: 
Larry  W.  Camper,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  MS  6- 
H-3,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washin^on,  DC  20555, 
telephone  301-504-4317. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 

Abnormal  Occurrance  Criteria 

The  Quality  Management  Rule  revised 
the  criteria  for  medical  use 
misadministrations.  In  response,  the 
Office  for  Analysis  and  Evaluation  of 
Operational  Data  (AEOD)  is  reviewing 
the  existing  criteria  for  selection  of 
misadministration  reports  as  abnormal 
occurrences. 

Broad  Scope  Licensing 

NRC  staff  is  currently  developing 
guidance  that  will  revise  the  Standard 
Review  Plan  for  licensing  medical  broad 
scope  programs.  The  guidance  includes 
model  licenses  and  revised  license 
conditions.  The  staff  will  provide  an 
update  on  this  guidance. 

Royal  College  of  Physicians  and 
Surgeons  of  Canada,  Acceptance  of 
Training  and  Experience 

The  committee  will  examine  training 
and  experience  criteria  provided  by  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  and 
Siu^eons  of  Canada  for  Radiology  and 
Nuclear  Medicine  Programs.  NRC  has 
received  applications  regarding 
physicians  who  have  received  their 
training  in  a  program  approved  by  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  and 
Surgeons  of  Canada,  and  who  now  want 
to  become  authorized  users  on  an  NRC 
license. 


Amencan  Coliece  ol  NuUea/ 

Pfavsicians/ Society  of  Nuclear  Mediouv 
(ACNP/SNM)  Radiopharmaceutical 
Petition 

On  June  15. 1989.  the  ACNP/SNM 
filed  a  petition  with  NRC  addressing  frve 
issues  related  to  the  preparation  and  use 
of  radiopharmaceuticals.  On  August  23, 
1990,  NRC  published  the  Interim  Final 
Rijle  addressing  two  of  the  issues  in  the 
petition.  The  remaining  issues  in  that 
petition  eire:  compounding 
radiophsirmaceuticals,  the  use  of 
byproduct  material  in  medical  research, 
and  use  of  radiolabeled  biologies. 
Currently,  NRC  regulations  are  silent  on 
these  issues;  however,  NRC  licensees 
may  perform  these  activities  through 
license  conditions.  The  NRC  staff  will 
present  an  update  on  these  issues. 

Implementation  of  the  Quality 
Management  Rule 

NRC  staff  will  discuss  the 
implementation  of  the  Quality 
Management  Rule,  which  became 
effective  on  January  27, 1992. 

Administration  of  Byproduct  Material  to 
Pregnant  or  Nursing  Patients 

The  NRC  staff  will  present  an  update 
on  issues  and  recommendations 
concerning  unintended  radiation  doses 
or  dosages  to  an  embryo,  fetus,  or 
nursing  infant,  resulting  from 
administration  of  radiopharmaceuticals 
or  radiation  to  pregnant  or  nursing 
patients. 

Clarification  of  Training  aud  Experience 
Requirements  for  Authorized  Users 

The  NRC  staff  will  discuss  the 
training  and  experience  required  to 
become  an  “authorized  user”  on  an  NRC 
medical  use  license  as  outlined  in  10 
CFR  35.920  and  Regulatory  Guide  10.8. 

Status  Report  on  the  Expansion  of 
ACMUI 

In  1992,  the  NRC  will  replace  three 
current  members  of  the  committee,  and 
add  three  new  positions.  Calls  for 
nomination  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  April,  or  early  May 
1992. 

Conduct  of  Meeting 

Barry  Siegel,  M.D.,  will  chair  the 
meeting.  Dr.  Siegel  will  conduct  the 
meeting  in  a  maimer  that  will  facilitate 
the  orderly  conduct  of  business.  The 
following  procedmes  apply  to  public 
participation  in  the  meeting: 

1.  Persons  may  submit  written 
comments  by  sending  a  reproducible 
copy  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
(see  “ADDRESSES”  heading).  Comments 
must  be  received  by  April  15, 1992,  to 
ensure  consideration  at  the  meeting.  The 


iranscnpi  of  tne  meeting  will  be  kept 
open  until  May  30.  1992.  for  inclusion  of 
vvntten  comments.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
resubmit  written  comments  that  were 
submitted  in  response  to  the  Federal 
Register  notices  mentioned  in  this 
meeting  notice. 

2.  Persons  who  wish  to  make  oral 
statements  should  inform  Mr.  Camper  in 
writing  by  April  25, 1992.  Statements 
must  pertain  to  topics  at  hand.  The 
Chairman  will  rule  on  requests  to  make 
oral  statements.  Opportunity  for 
members  of  the  public  to  make  oral 
statements  will  be  based  on  the  order  in 
which  requests  arc  received.  In  general, 
oral  statements  should  be  limited  to 
approximately  5  minutes.  Oral 
statements  may  be  supplemented  by 
detailed  written  statements,  for  the 
record.  Rulings  on  who  may  speak,  the 
order  of  presentations,  and  time 
allotments  may  be  obtained  by  calling 
Mr.  Camper,  301-504-3417,  between  9 

а. m.  and  5  p.m.  EST,  on  April  30, 1992. 

3.  At  the  meeting,  questions  from 
attendees  other  than  committee 
members,  NRC  consultants,  and  NRC 
staff  will  be  permitted  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Chairman. 

4.  The  transcript,  minutes  of  the 
meeting,  and  written  comments  will  be 
available  for  inspection,  and  copying  for 
a  fee,  at  the  NRC  Public  Document 
Room,  2120  L  Street  NW.,  Lower  Level, 
Washington,  DC  20555,  on  or  abouf  June 

б,  1992. 

5.  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  on  a 
first-come,  first-served  basis. 

This  meeting  will  be  held  in 
accordance  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (primarily  section 
161a],  the  Federal  Advisory  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  App)  and  the  Commission's 
regulations  in  title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  part  7. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
John  C.  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8004  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  759(H>1-M 

Advisory  Committee  on  Nuclear 
Waste;  Meeting 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  Nuclear 
Waste  (ACNW]  will  hold  its  42d 
meeting  on  April  22  (beginning  at  1 
p.m.],  23  and  24  (beginning  at  8:30  a.m.], 
1992,  room  P-110,  7920  Norfolk  Avenue, 
Bethesda,  MD.  The  entire  meeting  will 
be  open  to  public  attendance.  Notice  of 
this  meeting  was  previously  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  Wednesday, 
March  18, 1992  (57  FR  9433]. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 
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A.  Periodic  meeting  with  NRC 
Commissioners  to  discuss  topics  of 
mutual  interest. 

B.  Discussion  of  the  Pathhnder 
Nuclear  Power  Plant  decommissioning, 
including  lessons  learned  and  residual 
levels  of  contamination.  Also,  briefing 
and  discussion  regarding  the  status  of 
decommissioning  plans  at  Rancho  Seco, 
Ft.  St.  Vrain,  Shoreham  and  other 
Nuclear  Power  Stations. 

C.  Review  an  expedited  rulemaking 
effort  concerning  on-site  storage  of  low- 
level  waste. 

D.  Prepare  the  next  foiu*  month  plan  of 
ACNW  activities  for  the  Commission's 
information. 

E.  Complete  efforts  to  investigate  the 
feasibility  of  a  systems  analysis 
approach  to  reviewing  the  overall  high- 
level  waste  program. 

F.  Prepare  a  report  on  a  recent  review 
of  draft  NUREG-1406,  NRC  High-Level 
Radioactive  Waste  Research  Program 
Plan. 

G.  Briefing  on  the  status  of  New 
York’s  constitutional  challenge  to  the 
Low-Level  Radioactive  Waste  Policy 
Amendments  Act  of  1985. 

H.  Discuss  the  current  status  of  EPA's 
high-level  radioactive  waste  standards 
and  NRC  staff  comments  regarding  the 
latest  version. 

I.  Briefing  on  SECY  92-060,  Low-Level 
Radioactive  Waste  Performance 
Assessment  Development  Program  Plan. 

].  Discuss  issues  related  to 
volcanology  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  High-Level  Waste  repository. 

K.  Briefing  by  Louisiana  Energy 
Services  on  their  private  uranium 
enrichment  facility  plans. 

L  Review  a  Technical  Position  on 
Alternate  Concentration  Limits  for 
Uranium  Mill  Tailings  Sites. 

M.  Discuss  anticipated  and  proposed 
Committee  activities,  future  meeting 
agenda,  administrative,  and 
organizational  matters,  as  appropriate. 
Also,  discuss  matters  and  specific  issues 
that  were  not  completed  during  previous 
meetings  as  time  and  availability  of 
information  permit. 

Procedures  for  the  conduct  of  and 
participation  in  ACNW  meetings  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
jime  6, 1988  (53  FR  20699).  In  accordance 
with  these  procedures,  oral  or  written 
statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public,  recordings  will 
be  permitted  only  during  those  portions 
of  the  meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being 
kept,  and  questions  may  be  asked  only 
by  members  of  the  Committee,  its 
consultants,  and  staff.  The  office  of  the 
ACRS  is  providing  staff  support  for  the 
ACNW.  Persons  desiring  to  make  oral 
statements  should  notify  the  Executive 
Director  of  the  office  of  the  ACRS  as  far 


in  advance  as  practical  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made 
to  allow  the  necessary  time  during  the 
meeting  for  such  statements.  Use  of  still, 
motion  picture,  and  television  cameras 
during  this  meeting  may  be  limited  to 
selected  portions  of  the  meeting  as 
determined  by  the  ACNW  Chairman. 
Information  regarding  the  time  to  be  set 
aside  for  this  purpose  may  be  obtained 
by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  to  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  office  of  the 
ACRS,  Mr.  Raymond  F.  Fraley 
(telephone  301/492-4516),  prior  to  the 
meeting.  In  view  of  the  possibifity  that 
the  schedule  for  ACNW  meetings  may 
be  adjusted  by  the  Chairman  as 
necessary  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of  the 
meeting,  persons  planning  to  attend 
should  check  with  the  ACRS  Executive 
Director  or  call  the  recording  (301/492- 
4600)  for  the  current  schedule  if  such 
rescheduling  would  result  in  major 
inconvenience. 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Conunittee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-a053  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  7CS0-01-M 

[Docket  Noe.  50-237  and  50-249] 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co.; 

Withdrawal  of  Application  for 
Amendments  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses 

The  United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
granted  a  request  from  Commonwealth 
Edison  Company  (CECo,  the  licensee)  to 
withdraw  CECo’s  application  for  a 
proposed  amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-19  and 
DPR-25,  issued  to  the  licensee  for 
operation  of  the  Dresden  Nuclear  Power 
Station,  Units  2  and  3,  located  in  Gnmdy 
County.  Illinois.  Notice  of  Consideration 
of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  13, 1990  (55  FR  23997). 

The  proposed  amendment  would  alter 
thirteen  instrumentation  tables  for  each 
imit  to  incorporate  enhancements  fi’om 
the  BWR  Standard  Technical 
Specifications  (STS)  which  result  in 
consistency  of  table  format  and 
technical  content. 

By  letter  dated  February  18, 1992,  the 
licensee  withdrew  the  application  for 
the  proposed  amendments.  The 
Commission  has  considered  the 
licensee's  request  and  has  determined 
that  permission  to  withdraw  the  January 
16, 1990,  application  for  amendment 
should  be  granted. 


For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  January  16, 1990,  and 
(2)  the  staff's  letter  dated  March  31. 

1992. 

These  documents  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Dociunent  Room,  the  Gelman 
Building,  2120  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  and  at  the  local  public 
document  room  located  at  the  Morris 
Public  Library,  604  Liberty  Street, 
Morris,  Illinois  60450. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  Slat  day 
of  March. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Byron  L.  SiegeL 

Project  Manager,  Project  Directorate  111-2, 
Division  of  Reactor  Projects — 111/lV/V, 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8047  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  TSSO-OMI 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Shortage  of  Operating  Funds  for  a 
Disaster  In  Arkansas 

As  a  result  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture's  disaster  designation  S-581 
for  counties  in  the  State  of  Arkansas, 
the  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA)  is  accepting  economic  injury 
disaster  loan  applications  from  eligible 
nonfarm  small  business  concerns. 
However,  due  to  SBA’s  present  severe 
shortage  of  operating  funds  for  the 
disaster  program  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  (throu^  September  30, 1992),  SBA 
cannot  provide  assurance  of  its  ability 
to  continue  to  accept  or  process  disaster 
loan  applications  or  meike 
disbursements  on  disaster  loans  imtil 
additional  funds  are  available. 

Dated:  March  31, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8099  FUed  4-7-92;  &-45  am] 

BtLLNia  CODE  MSS-ei-M 

[DBClaration  of  Economic  Injury  Disaster 
Loan  Areas  #7593  A  #7594] 

Arkansas  (and  Contiguous  Counties  in 
Louisiana);  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Union  County  and  the  contiguous 
counties  of  Ashley,  Bradley,  Calhoun, 
Columbia,  and  Ouachita  in  the  State  of 
Arkansas  and  Clairebome,  Morehouse, 
and  Union  Counties  in  the  State  of 
Louisiana  constitute  an  Economic  Injury 
Disaster  Loan  Area  due  to  damages 
caused  by  severe  storms  and  a  tornado 
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which  occurred  on  March  9, 1992. 
Eligible  small  businesses  without  credit 
available  elsewhere  and  small 
agricultural  cooperatives  without  credit 
available  elsewhere  may  file 
applications  for  economic  injury 
assistance  until  the  close  of  business  on 
December  23, 1992  at  the  address  listed 
below:  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration,  Disaster  Area  3  Office, 
4400  Amon  Carter  Blvd.,  Suite  102,  Ft. 
Worth,  TX  76155,  or  other  locally 
announced  locations.  The  interest  rate 
for  eligible  small  businesses  and  small 
agricultural  cooperatives  is  4  percent. 

Notice:  Due  to  SBA's  present  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
(through  September  30, 1992),  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  our  ability  to  continue 
to  accept  or  process  disaster  loan 
applications  or  make  disbursements  on  loans 
imtil  additional  funds  are  available. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59002) 

Dated:  March  23. 1992. 

Patricia  Saiki, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8100  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  M2S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Economic  Injury  Disaster 
Loan  Areas  #7595,  #7596,  #7597] 

District  of  Coiumbia  (and  Contiguous 
Counties  in  Virginia  and  Maryiand); 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
contiguous  counties  of  Arlington  and 
Fairfax  and  the  Independent  City  of 
Alexandria  in  the  State  of  Virginia  and 
Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges 
Counties  in  the  State  of  Maryland 
constitute  an  Economic  Injury  Disaster 
Loan  Area  due  to  damages  caused  by  a 
major  water  main  break  which  occurred 
on  January  14, 1992,  along  the  L  and  M 
Street  corridors  between  20th  and  21st 
Streets  in  downtown  Washington,  DC. 
Eligible  small  businesses  without  credit 
available  elsewhere  and  small 
agricultural  cooperatives  without  credit 
available  elsewhere  may  file 
applications  for  economic  injury 
assistance  until  the  close  of  business  on 
December  23, 1992  at  the  address  listed 
below:  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration,  Disaster  Area  2  Office, 
One  Baltimore  Place,  Suite  300,  Atlanta, 
GA  30308,  or  other  locally  announced 
locations.  The  interest  rate  for  eligible 
small  businesses  and  small  agricultural 
cooperatives  is  4  percent. 

Notice:  Due  to  SBA's  present  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
(through  September  30, 1992),  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  our  ability  to  continue 
to  accept  or  process  disaster  loan 


applications  or  make  disbursements  on  loans 
imtil  aditional  funds  are  available. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59002) 

Dated:  March  23, 1992. 

Patricia  Saiki, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Lc-.  92-8101  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  S025-01-M 


Shortage  of  Operating  Funds  for  a 
Disaster  in  Iowa 

As  a  result  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture’s  disaster  designation  S-579 
for  counties  in  the  States  of  Iowa  and 
contiguous  counties  in  the  State  of 
Illinois,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  and 
Nebraska,  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (SBA)  is  accepting 
economic  injury  disaster  loan 
applications  from  eligible  nonfarm  small 
business  concerns.  However,  due  to 
SBA’s  present  severe  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  disaster  program 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  (through 
September  30, 1992),  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  its  ability  to 
continue  to  accept  or  process  disaster 
loan  applications  or  make 
disbursements  on  disaster  loans  until 
additional  funds  are  available. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  92-8102  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  802S41-M 


Region  VII  Advisory  Council;  Public 
Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  Region  VII  Advisory 
Council,  located  in  the  geographical  area 
of  Des  Moines,  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  from  1  p,m.-3  p.m.  on  Thursday, 
April  30, 1992,  at  the  Corporate 
headquarters  of  Casey’s  General  Stores, 
located  at  One  Convenience  Boulevard, 
Ankeny,  Iowa,  to  discuss  such  matters 
as  may  be  presented  by  members,  staff 
of  the  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration,  or  others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Mr.  Conrad  E.  Lawlor,  District  Director, 
U.S.  Small  Business  Administration, 
room  749  Federal  Building,  210  Walnut 
Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  50309,  (515) 
284-4567. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

Caroline  J.  Beeson, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Advisory 
Councils. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8096  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  SOaS-OI-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #2556] 

Mississipi;  (And  Contiguous  Counties 
in  Alabama  &  Arkansas);  Declaration  of 
Disaster  Loan  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  major 
disaster  declaration  on  March  20, 1992, 1 
find  that  the  counties  of  Lauderdale, 
Sharkey,  Washington,  and  Yalobusha  in 
the  State  of  Mississipi  constitute  a 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damages 
caused  by  severe  storms  and  tornadoes 
on  March  9-10, 1992.  Applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  may  be  filed 
until  the  close  of  business  on  May  18, 
1992,  and  for  loans  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  December 
21, 1992,  at  the  address  listed  below: 

U.S.  Small  Business  Administration,  Disaster 

Area  2  Office;  One  Baltimore  Place,  suite 

300,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30308. 

Or  other  locally  announced  locations.  In 
addition,  applications  for  economic 
injury  loans  from  small  businesses 
located  in  the  contiguous  counties  of 
Bolivar,  Calhoun,  Clarke,  Grenada, 
Humphreys,  Issaquena,  Jasper,  Kemper, 
Lafayette,  Neshoba,  Newton,  Panola, 
Sunflower,  Tallahatchie,  and  Yazoo  in 
the  State  of  Mississippi;  Choctaw  and 
Sumter  Counties  in  Ae  State  of 
Alabama;  and  Chicot  and  Desha 
Counties  in  Ae  State  of  Arkansas  may 
be  filed  until  Ae  specified  date  at  Ae 
above  location. 

The  interest  rates  are: 


For  physical  damage:  Percent 

Homeowners  wiA  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere .  8.000 

Homeowners  wiAout  credit 

available  elsewhere .  4.000 

Businesses  wiA  credit  available 

elsewhere .  6.500 

Businesses  and  non-profit  organi¬ 
zations  wiAout  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere .  4.000 

OAers  (including  non-profit  or¬ 
ganizations)  wiA  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere .  8.500 

For  Economic  Injury: 

Businesses  and  small  agricultural 
cooperatives  wiAout  credit 
available  elsewhere .  4.000 


The  number  assigned  to  Ais  disaster 
for  physical  damage  is  25612  and  for 
economic  injury  the  numbers  are  759900 
for  Mississippi;  760000  for  Alabama;  and 
760100  for  Arkansas. 

Notice:  Due  to  SBA’s  present  shortage 
operating  funds  for  Ae  current  fiscal  year 
(through  September  30, 1992),  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  oiu*  ability  to  continue 
to  accept  or  process  disaster  loan 
applications  or  make  disbursements  on  loans 
until  additional  funds  are  available. 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008] 

Dated:  March  25, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8098  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  SOSS^I-M 


Region  VIII  Advisory  Council;  Public 
Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  Region  VIII  Advisory 
Council,  located  in  the  geographical  area 
of  Helena,  will  hold  a  public  meeting  at 
12  noon  on  Thursday,  April  30, 1992,  in 
the  reception  area  of  Stan  Stephens, 
Governor,  State  of  Montana,  Capitol 
Building,  Helena,  Montana,  to  discuss 
such  matters  as  may  be  presented  by 
members,  staff  of  the  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  or  others 
present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Mr.  John  R.  Cronholm,  District  Director, 
U.S.  Small  Business  Administration,  301 
South  Park,  Drawer  10054,  Helena, 
Montana  59626-0054,  (406)  449-5381. 

Dated:  March  20, 1992. 

Caroline  J.  Beeson, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Advisory 
Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  92-8107  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


Region  IV  Advisory  Council;  Public 
Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  business 
Administration  Region  IV  Advisory 
Council,  located  in  the  geographical  area 
of  Charlotte,  will  hold  a  public  meeting 
from  10  a.m.  to  3  p.m.  on  Wednesday, 
April  29, 1992  at  the  Charlotte  Apparel 
Center.  200  North  College  Street, 
Charlotte,  North  Carolina,  to  discuss 
such  matters  as  may  be  presented  by 
members,  staff  of  the  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  or  others 
present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Mr.  Gary  Keel,  District  Director,  U.S. 
Small  Business  Administration,  200 
North  College  Street,  suite  A  2015, 
Charlotte,  North  Carolina  28202,  (704] 
344-6561. 

Dated;  April  1, 1992. 

Caroline  ).  Beeson, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Advisory 
Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  92-8095  Filed  4-7-92;  a-45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  •02S-01-M 


Shortage  of  Operating  Funds  for  a 
Disaster  In  Oklahoma 

As  a  result  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculttu'e’s  disaster  designation  S-582 
for  counties  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma 
and  contiguous  coimties  in  the  States  of 
Arkansas,  Kansas,  and  Texas,  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA)  is 
accepting  economic  injury  disaster  loan 
applications  from  eligible  nonfarm  small 
business  concerns.  However,  due  to 
SBA’s  present  severe  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  disaster  program 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  (through 
Septemer  30, 1992],  SBA  cannot  provide 
assurance  of  its  ability  to  continue  to 
accept  or  proces  disaster  loan 
applications  or  make  disbursements  on 
disaster  loans  until  additional  funds  are 
available. 

Dated:  March  31, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8103  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  WttS-OI-M 


Shortage  of  Operating  Funds  for  a 
Disaster  in  Texas 

As  a  result  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture’s  disaster  designation  S-578 
for  counties  in  the  State  of  Texas,  the 
Small  Business  Administration  (SBA)  is 
accepting  economic  injury  disaster  loan 
applications  from  eligible  nonfarm  small 
business  concerns.  However,  due  to 
SBA’s  present  severe  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  disaster  program 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  (through 
September  30, 1992],  SBA  cannot 
provide  assiurance  of  its  ability  to 
continue  to  accept  or  process  disaster 
loan  applications  or  make 
disbursements  on  disaster  loans  until 
additional  funds  are  available. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8104  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  802S-«1-M 


Shortage  of  Operating  Funds  for  a 
Disaster  in  Texas 

As  a  result  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture’s  disaster  designation  &-580 
for  counties  in  the  State  of  Texas,  the 
Small  Business  Administration  (SBA)  is 
accepting  economic  injury  disaster  loan 
applications  from  eligible  nonfarm  small 
business  concerns.  However,  due  to 
SBA’s  present  severe  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  disaster  program 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  (through 


September  30, 1992],  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  its  ability  to 
continue  to  accept  or  process  disaster 
loan  applications  or  make 
disbursements  on  disaster  loans  until 
additional  funds  are  available. 

Dated:  March  30, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8105  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  MOS-OI-M 


Shortage  of  Operating  Funds  for  a 
Disaster  in  Texas 

As  a  result  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture’s  disaster  designation  S-583 
for  counties  in  the  State  of  Texas  and 
contiguous  counties  in  the  State  of 
Oklahoma,  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (SBA)  is  accepting 
economic  injury  disaster  loan 
applications  from  eligible  nonfarm  small 
business  concerns.  However,  due  to 
SBA’s  present  severe  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  disaster  program 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  (throu^ 
September  30, 1992],  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  its  ability  to 
continue  to  accept  or  process  disaster 
loan  applications  or  make 
disbursements  on  disaster  loans  until 
additional  funds  are  available. 

Dated:  March  31, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8108  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  MOS-OI-M 


[Declaration  of  Diaaster  Loan  Area  #2555] 

Texas;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  major 
disaster  declaration  on  March  20, 1992, 1 
find  that  the  counties  of  Harris  and 
Liberty  in  the  State  of  Texas  constitute  a 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damages 
caused  by  severe  storms  and  flooding 
beginning  on  March  4, 1992. 

Applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  may  be  filed  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  19, 1992,  and  for  loans 
for  economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  December  21, 1992,  at  the 
address  listed  below: 

U.S.  Small  Business  Administration,  Disaster 
Area  3  Office.  4400  Amon  Carter  Blvd., 
suite  102,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas  76155. 

Or  other  locally  announced  locations.  In 
addition,  applications  for  ectmomic 
injury  loans  frtim  small  businesses 
located  in  the  contiguous  counties  of 
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Brazoria.  Chambers,  Fort  Bend, 
Galveston.  Hardin,  JeOerson, 
Montgomery,  Polk,  San  Jacinto,  and 
Waller  in  the  State  of  Texas  may  be 
filed  until  the  specified  date  at  the 
above  location. 

The  interest  rates  are: 

For  physical  damage: 

Homeowners  with  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere . . - . -  aOOO 

Homeowners  without  credit 

available  elsewhere .  4.000 

Businesses  with  credit  available 

elsewhere. ...» . — - -  a£00 

Businesses  and  non-profit  organi¬ 
zations  without  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere -  4iXm 

Others  (including  non-profit 
ganizations)  with  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere  &.500 

For  Economic  infury: 

Businesses  and  small  agricultural 
cooperatives  without  credit 
available  dsewhere~.~. — ..... —  4.000 


The  number  assigned  to  this  disaster 
for  physical  damage  is  255506  and  for 
economic  injury  the  number  is  759800. 

Notice:  Due  to  SBA’s  present  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
(through  September  30, 1992),  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  our  ability  to  continue 
to  accept  or  process  disaster  loan 
applications  or  make  disbursements  on  loans 
until  additional  funds  are  available. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  March  24, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8111  Filed  4-7-82;  8:45  am] 
MLUNQ  CODE  S02S-41-II 


Region  VI  Advisory  Council;  Public 
Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  Region  VI  Advisory 
Council,  located  in  the  geographical  area 
of  Lubbock,  will  hold  a  public  meeting 
fi'om  10:30  a.m.  to  12  noon  on  Thursday, 
April  23, 1992,  in  the  Conference  Room 
of  th  U.S.  Small  Business  Administration 
Office.  1611 10th  Street,  suite  200, 
Lubbock,  Texas,  to  discuss  such  matters 
as  may  be  presented  by  members,  staff 
of  the  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration,  or  others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Mr.  Walter  Fronstin,  District  Director, 
U.S.  Small  Business  Administration, 

1611 10th  Street,  suite  200,  Lubbock, 
Texas  79401,  (806)  743-7462  or  1-800- 
676-1005. 


Dated:  April  1, 1902. 

Caroline  ].  Beeson, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Advisory 
Councils. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8094  Filed  4-7-02;  8:45  am] 
■LUNO  CODE  mtS-01-M 


[DMiaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Atm  #2554] 

Vermont  (and  Contiguous  Counties  In 
New  Hampshire);  Declaration  of 
Disaster  Loan  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  major 
disaster  declaration  on  March  18, 1992, 1 
find  that  the  counties  of  Caledonia, 
Orange,  Washington,  and  Windsor  in 
the  State  of  Vermont  constitute  a 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damages 
caused  by  heavy  rain,  ice  jams,  and 
flooding  which  occurred  on  March  11, 
1992.  Applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  may  be  filed  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  18, 1992,  and  for  loans 
for  economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  December  18. 1992,  at  the 
address  listed  below:  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  Disaster  Area 
1  Office,  360  Rainbow  Blvd.  South,  3rd 
Floor,  Niagara  Falls,  NY  14303,  or  other 
locally  announced  locations.  In  addition, 
applications  for  economic  injury  loans 
fi'om  small  business  located  in  the 
contiguous  coimties  of  Addison, 
Bennington,  Chittenden,  Essex,  Lamoille, 
Orleans,  Rutland,  and  Windham  in  the 
State  of  Vermont,  and  Grafton  and 
Sullivan  Counties  in  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire  may  be  filed  until  the 
specified  date  at  the  above  location. 

The  interest  rates  are: 


For  Physical  Damage: 

Homeowners  with  Credit  Available 

Elsewhere . . . . . _..., . - . .  aOOOX 

Homeowners  without  Credit  Available 

Elsewhere _ 4.000X 

Businesses  with  Credit  Available  Else¬ 
where  . 6.500% 

Businesses  and  Non-Profit  Organiza¬ 
tions  without  Credit  Available  Else¬ 
where  . 4.000% 

Others  (Including  Non-Profit  Organiza¬ 
tions)  with  Credit  Available  Else¬ 
where  . . 8.500% 

For  Economic  Injury: 

Businesses  and  Small  Agricultural  Co¬ 
operatives  without  Credit  Avaliable 
Elsewhere . 4.000% 


The  number  assigned  to  this  disaster 
for  physical  damage  is  255406  and  for 
economic  injury  the  numbers  are  759100 
for  Vermont  and  759200  for  New 
Hampshire. 

Notice:  Due  to  SBA’s  present  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
(through  September  30, 1992),  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  our  ability  to  continue 
to  accept  or  process  disaster  loan 
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applications  or  make  disbursements  on  loans 
until  additional  funds  are  available. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008). 

Dated:  March  20, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8109  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  SOSS-OI-M 


IDedarafion  of  Disastor  Loan  Area  #2554; 
Amandmant  #1] 

Vermont;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Lomi 
Area 

The  above-numbered  Declaration  is 
hereby  amended  in  accordance  with  an 
amendment  dated  March  23, 1992,  to  the 
President’s  major  disaster  declaration  of 
March  18,  to  include  Chittenden  County 
in  the  State  of  Vermont  as  a  disaster 
area  as  a  result  of  damages  caused  by 
heavy  rain,  ice  jams,  and  flooding  which 
occurred  on  March  11, 1992. 

In  addition,  applications  for  economic 
injury  loans  from  small  biisinesses 
located  in  the  contiguous  counties  of 
Franklin  and  Grande  Isle  in  the  State  of 
Vermont  may  be  filed  until  the  specified 
date  at  the  previously  designated 
locations. 

All  other  information  remains  the 
same,  i.e.,  the  termination  date  for  filing 
applications  for  physical  damage  is  May 
1^  1992,  and  for  economic  injury  imtil 
the  close  of  business  on  December  18, 
1992. 

Notice:  Due  to  SBA's  present  shortage  of 
operating  funds  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
(through  September  30, 1992),  SBA  cannot 
provide  assurance  of  our  ability  to  continue 
to  accept  (w  process  disaster  loan 
applications  or  make  disbursements  on  loans 
imtil  additional  funds  are  available. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  March  26, 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Do&  92-8106  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  aS2S-01-« 


Region  Hi  Advisory  CouncH;  PubHc 
Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  Region  III  Advisory 
Council,  located  in  the  geographic^  area 
of  Clarksburg,  will  hold  a  public  meeting 
beginning  Wednesday,  May  6,  at  1  pjn. 
and  ending  on  Thursday,  May  7, 1992,  at 
12  noon.  Ibe  meeting  will  be  held  at  the 
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West  Virginia  Rehabilitation  Center,  1 
Barron  Drive,  Institute,  West  Virginia,  to 
discuss  such  matters  as  may  be 
presented  by  members,  staff  of  the  U.S. 
Small  Business  Administration,  or 
others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Mr.  Marvin  Shelton,  District  Director, 
U.S.  Small  Business  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1608,  Clarksburg,  West  Virginia 
26302-1608,  (304)  623-5631. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

Caroline  ).  Beeson, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Advisory 
Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  92-8097  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  M25-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

(Public  Notice  1600] 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee, 
Subcommittee  on  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea, 
Working  Group  on  Rre  Protection; 
Meeting 

The  U.S.  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  Working 
Group  on  Fire  Protection  will  conduct  an 
open  meeting  on  April  29, 1992  at  10  a.m. 
in  room  2415  at  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters,  2100  Second  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20593.  The  purpose  of 
the  meeting  will  be  to  prepare  for 
discussions  anticipated  to  take  place  at 
the  37th  Session  of  the  International 
Maritime  Organization  (IMO) 
Subcommittee  on  Fire  Plotection  (FP). 
scheduled  for  May  18-22, 1992. 

The  meeting  will  focus  on  the  fire 
safety  of  commercial  vessels.  Specific 
discussion  areas  include:  Aspects  for 
fuel  line  failure,  code  of  safety  for 
dynamically  supported  craft,  casualty 
records,  fire-fighting  systems,  fire  test 
procedures,  guidelines  for  performance 
and  testing  criteria  and  surveys  of  foam 
concentrates,  provisions  for  helicopter 
facilities  on  ships,  phasing  out  of  halons, 
passenger  vessel  safety,  preventing  and 
mitigating  marine  pollution  incidents, 
open  top  container  ships,  smoke  control. 

Members  of  the  public  may  attend  up 
to  the  seating  capacity  of  the  room.  For 
futher  information  regarding  the  meeting 
of  the  SOLAS  Working  Group  on  Fire 
Protection  (April  29, 1992)  contact  Mr. 
Jack  Booth  at  (202)  267-2997. 

Dated:  March  26. 1992. 

Geoffray  Ogden, 

Chairman,  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee. 
(FR  Doc.  92-8035  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4710-7IMII 


IPubiic  NotiCB  1601] 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee 
Council  and  Associated  Bodies; 
Meeting 

The  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee 
(SHC)  will  conduct  an  open  meeting  at 
9:30  a.m.  on  June  4, 1992,  in  room  2415,  at 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  2100 
Second  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20593.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
finalize  preparations  for  the  68th 
Session  of  Cotmcil  and  36th  Session  of 
Technical  Cooperation  Committee  of  the 
International  Maritime  Organization 
(IMO)  which  is  scheduled  for  June  15-19, 
1992,  at  the  IMO  Headquarters  in 
London.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
discuss  the  papers  received  and  the 
draft  U.S.  positions.  Among  other  things, 
the  items  of  particular  interest  are: 

— Reports  of  the  IMO  Committees  and 
training  institutions. 

— ^Review  of  the  technical  co-operation 
activities  of  the  Organization. 

— Consideration  of  amendments  to  the 
provisions  for  elections  to  Council. 

— Relations  with  United  Nations  and 
other  organizations. 

— Administrative  cmd  financial  matters. 

Members  of  the  public  may  attend 
these  meetings  up  to  the  seating 
capacity  of  the  room.  Interested  persons 
may  seek  information  by  writing:  Mr. 
Gene  F.  Hammel,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  (G- 
CI),  2100  Second  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20593  or  by  calling: 
(202)  267-2548. 

Dated:  March  24, 1992. 

Geoffiey  Ogden, 

Chairman,  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee. 
[FR  Doc.  92-8036  FUed  4-7-62;  a-45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4710-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Intent  To  Rule  on  Application  To 
Impose  a  Passenger  Facility  Charge 
(PFC)  at  the  Greater  Rockford  Airport, 
Rockford,  IL 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  intent  to  rule  on 
application. 

SUMMAHY:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule 
and  invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  a  PFC  at  the 
Greater  Rockford  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (title  IX 
of  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L  101-508)  and  part 


158  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  part  158). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  to  the  FAA  at  the  following 
address:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Chicago  Airports 
District  Office,  2300  East  Devon,  room 
258,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  Mr.  Frederick 
C.  Ford,  A.A.E.,  Executive  Director  of 
Aviation  of  the  Greater  Rockford 
Airport  Authority  at  the  following 
address:  Greater  Rockford  Airport 
Authority,  Greater  Rockford  Airport, 
Rockford,  Illinois  61125-0063. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comments 
previously  provided  to  the  Greater 
Rockford  Airport  Authority  imder 
S  158.23  of  part  158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 

Mr.  Louis  H.  Yates,  Manager,  Chicago 
Airports  District  Office,  2300  East 
Devon,  room  258,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018,  (312)  694-7335.  The  application 
may  be  reviewed  in  person  at  this  same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATtON:  The  FAA 

proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose  a 
PFC  at  the  greater  Rockford  Airport 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Aviation 
Safety  and  Capacity  Expansion  Act  of 
1990  (title  DC  of  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L  101- 
508)  and  part  158  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  part  158). 

On  March  23, 1992,  the  FAA 
determined  that  the  application  to 
impose  a  PFC  submitted  by  the  Greater 
Rockford  Airport  Authority  was 
substantially  complete  within  the 
requirements  of  S  158.25  of  part  158.  The 
FAA  will  approve  or  disapprove  the 
application,  in  whole  or  in  part,  no  later 
than  July  17. 1992. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application. 

Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00. 
Proposed  charge  effective  date:  May  1, 
1992. 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date:  April 
30. 1996. 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue: 

$1,200,000.00. 

Brief  description  of  proposed  project(s): 

1.  Complete  extension  of  runway  6. 

2.  Construct  taxiway  to  runway  6. 

3.  Acquire  parcel  P. 

4.  Overlay  runway  18/36. 

5.  Environmental  assessment  for 
airport  layout  plan. 
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6.  Overlay  two  taxiways  and  GA 
apron  and  extend  box  culvert. 

7.  Update  part  150  study. 

8.  Acquire  snow  removal  equipment. 

9.  Construct  8/24  parallel  taxiway. 

10.  Extend  runway  18  625  feet. 

11.  Land  acquisition,  phase  1. 

12.  Purchase  snow  removal 
equipment. 

13.  Overlay  runway  12/30. 

14.  Land  acquisition,  phase  2. 

15.  Purchase  snow  removal 
equipment. 

16.  Acquire  land  in  approach  to 
runways  24  and  30. 

17.  Purchase  snow  and  fire  equipment. 

18.  Install  security  access  control 
system. 

19.  Relocate  baggage  claim  and 
expand  terminal. 

Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which 
the  public  agency  has  requested  not 
be  required  to  collect  PFCs:  Air  taxi 
operators. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  “FOn  further 
INFORMATION  CONTACT". 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  die  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the  Greater 
Rockford  Airport  Authority. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  March.24, 
1992. 

Henry  A.  Lamberts, 

Acting  Manager,  Airports  Division,  Great 
Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8018  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-13-M 


Intent  To  Rule  on  Appiicatlcn  To 
Impose  and  Use  the  Revenue  From  a 
Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PFC)  at 
Akron-Canton  Regional  Airport,  Akron, 
OH 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  rule  on 
application. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule 
and  invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  and  use  the 
revenue  from  a  PFC  at  Akron-Canton 
Regional  Airport  imder  the  provisions  of 
the  Aviation  Safety  and  Capacity 
Expansion  Act  of  1990  (title  IX  of  the 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1990)  (Pub.  L.  101-508)  and  part  158  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  part  158). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 


in  triplicate  to  the  FAA  at  the  following 
address:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Airports  District  Office, 
Willow  Run  Airport,  East,  8820  Beck 
Road,  Belleville,  MI  48111. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  Mr.  Frederick 
J.  Krum,  Director  of  the  Akron-Canton 
Regional  Airport,  at  the  following 
address;  5400  Lauby  Road,  NW.,  North 
Canton,  Ohio  44720. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comments 
previously  provided  to  the  Akron- 
Canton  Regional  Airport  Authority 
under  §  158.23  of  part  158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Peter  Serini,  Manager,  Airports 
District  Office,  Willow  Run  AiiT)ort, 

East.  8820  Beck  Road,  Belleville,  MI 
48111,  (313)  487-7300.  The  application 
may  be  reviewed  in  person  at  this  same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 

proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose 
and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC  at 
Akron-Canton  Regional  Airport  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety 
and  Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990 
(title  IX  of  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L.  101- 
508)  and  part  158  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Relations  (14  CFR  part  158). 

On  March  2, 1992,  the  FAA 
determined  that  the  application  to 
impose  and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC 
submitted  by  Akron-Canton  Regional 
Airport  Authority  was  substantially 
complete  within  the  requirements  of 
§  158.25  of  part  158.  The  FAA  will 
approve  the  application,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  no  later  than  June  30, 1992. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application. 

Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00. 
Proposed  charge  effective  date:  July  1, 
1992. 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date:  June 
15, 1997. 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue:  $6,045,000. 
Brief  description  of  proposed  project: 

1.  Waterline  Installation. 

2.  Gate  Area  Widening. 

3.  Airfield  Maintenance  &  ARFF 
Building  Expansion. 

4.  Engine  Generator. 

5.  ARFF  Vehicle. 

6.  Baggage  Make-up  Area  Expansion  & 
Renovation. 

7.  Snow  Removal  Equipment. 

8.  Taxiway /Runway  Overlay  l/l9. 

9.  Terminal  Building  Expansion. 

10.  Taxiway/Runway  Overlay  5/23. 
Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which 

the  public  agency  has  requested  not 


be  required  to  collect  PFCs:  Air 
Taxi  Operators. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  “FOR  further 
INFORMATION  CONTACT". 

In  addition,  any  person  may  upon 
request,  inspect  the  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the  Akron- 
Canton  Regional  Airport  Authority. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  March  24, 
1992. 

Henry  A.  Lamberts, 

Acting  Manager,  Airports  Division,  Great 
Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8019  Filed  4-7-92;  8;45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4910-13-M 


[Summary  Notica  No.  PE-92-13] 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received;  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Issued 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  disposition  of  petition 
for  exemption;  reopening  of  comment 
period. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  FAA’s 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  exemption  (14  CFR  part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  seeking  relief  fi'om 
specified  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  chapter  I), 
dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received,  and  corrections. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  improve 
the  public’s  awareness  of,  and 
participation  in,  this  aspect  of  FAA’s 
regulatory  activities.  Neither  publication 
of  this  notice  nor  the  inclusion  or 
omission  of  information  in  the  summary 
is  intended  to  affect  the  legal  status  of 
any  petition  or  its  final  disposition. 
DATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before  April  28, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Attn:  Rule  Docket 
(AGC-10),  Petition  Docket  No.  26793,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20591. 

The  petition,  any  comments  received, 
and  a  copy  of  any  final  disposition  are 
filed  in  the  assigned  regulatory  docket 
and  are  available  for  examination  in  the 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-10),  room  915G, 
FAA  Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA), 
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800  Independence  Avenue,  SW.. 
Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-3132. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMAHON  CONTACT. 

Mr.  C.  Nick  Spithas,  Office  of 
Rulemaking  (ARM-l),  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591: 
telephone  (202)  267-9704. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  March  12, 1992,  a  notice  of 
disposition  of  the  petition  of  Delta 
Airlines  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  comment;  that  comment 
period  closed  April  1, 1992. 

Subsequent  to  that  application,  the 
FAA  received  a  request  to  reopen  the 
comment  period.  A  reopening  of  the 
comment  period  will  not  be  detrimental 
to  the  petitioner  since  it  received  a  grant 
of  exemption  for  a  90-day  period. 
Therefore,  the  FAA  has  determined  that 
the  comment  period  may  be  extended  an 
additional  20  days  to  afford  interested 
parties  the  opportunity  to  comment 

Summary  of  the  Petition  for  Exemption 
(Docket  No.  26793] 

Petitioner.  Delta  Airlines. 

Section  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
121.310(f)(5). 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  allow  petitioner  to 
operate  the  MD-11  with  a  door 
installed  in  the  partition  between  the 
ffrst  class  and  business  class 
passenger  compartments.  Grant 
March  4. 1992,  Exemption  No.  5413, 
until  June  15, 1992  to  allow  Delta  to 
operate  the  MD-11  under  the 
conditions  of  Exemption  No.  5413 
during  the  consideration  of  public 
comments.  Exemption  No.  5413  is  the 
part  121  operating  rule  counterpart  to 
Exemption  No.  5405,  issued  to 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation  on 
February  11, 1992,  from  14  CFR 
25.813(e),  to  permit  installation  of  a 
door  in  the  partition  between  the  ffrst 
class  and  business  class  passenger 
compartments  in  the  MD-11  airplane. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  April  1, 1992. 
Denise  D.  Castaldo, 

Manager,  Program  Management  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8017  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


[Summary  Notice  No.  PE-92-14] 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received;  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Issued 

AuENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA).  DOT. 


action:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
exemption  received  and  of  dispositions 
of  prior  petitions. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  FAA’s 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  exemption  (14  CFR  part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  seeking  relief  from 
specified  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  chapter  I), 
dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received,  and  corrections. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  improve 
the  public’s  awareness  of,  and 
participation  in.  this  aspect  of  FAA’s 
regulatory  activities.  Neither  publication 
of  this  notice  nor  the  inclusion  or 
omission  of  information  in  the  summary 
is  intended  to  affect  the  legal  status  of 
any  petition  or  its  final  disposition. 
DATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before  April  28, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rule  Docket  (AGC-10), 

Petition  Docket  No _ _  800 

Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591. 

The  petition,  any  comments  received, 
and  a  copy  of  any  ffnal  disposition  are 
ffled  in  the  assigned  regulatory  docket 
and  are  available  for  examination  in  the 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-10),  room  915G, 
FAA  Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA), 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-3132. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  C.  Nick  Spithas,  Office  of 
Rulemaking  (ARM-1),  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  ^dependence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591; 
telephone  (202)  267-9704. 

’This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  §  11.27  of 
part  11  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  April  1, 1992. 
Denisa  D.  Castaldo, 

Manager,  Program  Management  Staff. 

Petitions  for  Exemption 

Docket  No.:  21802. 

Petitioner  Sowell  Aviation  Company, 
Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
141.65. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought:  To 
extend  ^emption  No.  4551  which 
allows  Sowell  Aviation  Company,  Inc., 
to  continue  to  recommend  graduates  of 
its  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  approved  certification  course  for 


flight  instructor  and  airiine  transport 
pilot  certificates  and  ratings,  without 
taking  the  FAA  written  test,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
subpart  D  of  part  141. 

Docket  No.:  24605. 

Petitioner  Executive  Jet  New  York. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
91.511(a)  and  135.165(b). 

Description  of  Relief  Sought  To 
extend  and  amend  Exemption  No.  4961, 
which  allows  petitioner  to  operate 
certain  aircraft  in  extended  overwater 
operations  using  one  long-range 
navigation  system  and  one  hi^- 
frequency  communication  system.  In 
addition,  the  exemption  would  include 
certain  additional  aircraft 

Docket  No.:  24761. 

Petitioner  Executive  Jet  Aviation,  Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
91.511(a)(2). 

Description  of  Relief  Sought  To 
extend  ^emption  No.  4709B  which 
allows  Executive  Jet  Aviation,  Inc.,  to 
operate  its  turbojet-powered  aircraft 
equipped  with  a  sin^e  Long  Range 
Navigation  System  (LRNS)  and  a  single 
High  Frequency  radio,  in  extended 
overwater  operations. 

Dispositions  of  Petitions 

Docket  No.:  25750. 

Petitioner  Saudia  Arabia. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
61.2,  63.2  and  67.12. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  extend  Exemption  No. 
3923,  as  amended,  which  provides  relief 
ff'om  §9  61.2,  63.2  and  67.12  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FAR)  to 
the  extent  that  Saudia  pilots  may  be 
issued  U.S.  pilot  certiff cates  with  type 
ratings  if  required,  instrument  rating, 
flight  engineer  certiffcates  and  medical 
certificates. 

Grant,  March  26, 1992,  Exemption  No. 
3923F. 

Docket  No.:  26050. 

Petitioner  Accelerated  Ground 
Training,  Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
61.56(b)(1):  61.57(c)  and  (d);  61.58(c)(1) 
and  (d):  ei.63(d)(2)  and  (d)(3); 

61.67(d)(2);  61.157(d)(1),  (d)(2),  (e)(1),  and 
(e)(2);  appendix  A  of  part  61;  and 
appendix  H  of  part  121. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  extend  exemption  No. 
5169  which  permits  Accelerated  Groimd 
Training,  Inc.,  to  use  FAA-approved 
simulators  to  meet  certain  training  and 
testing  requirements  of  9  9  61.56(b)(l]: 
61.57  (c)  and  (d):  61.58  (c)(1)  and  (d); 
61.63  (d)(2)  and  (d)(3):  61.67(d)(2):  61.157 
(d)(1),  (d)(2),  (e)(1),  and  (e)(2);  Appendix 
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A  Part  61;  and  Appendix  H  of  Part  121  of 
the  FAR. 

Grant,  March  26. 1992,  Exemption  No. 
5169A. 

Docket  No.:  26223. 

Petitioner:  Airbus  Service  Company, 
Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
61.56(b)(1);  61.57  (c)  and  (d);  61.58  (c)(1) 
and  (d);  61.63  (d)(2)  and  (d)(3); 

61.67(d)(2);  61.157  (d)(1).  (d)(2),  (e)(1). 
and  (e)(2);  appendix  A  of  part  61;  and 
appendix  H  of  part  121. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  Airbus  Service 
Company,  Inc. /Training  Center  (Airbus) 
to  use  FAA/approved  simulators  to 
meet  certain  training  and  testing 
requirements  of  §§  61.56(b)(1);  61.57  (c) 
and  (d);  61.58  (c)(1)  and  (d);  61.63  (d)(2) 
and  (d)(3);  61.87(d)(2);  61.157  (d)(1). 

(d)(2),  (e)(1),  and  (e)(2);  appendix  A  part 
61;  and  appendix  H  of  part  121  of  the 
FAR. 

Grant,  March  25, 1992,  Exemption  No. 
5432. 

Docket  No.:  2M&3. 

Petitioner:  Wilderness  Aviation,  Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
43.3(g). 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  allow  properly  trained 
pilots  employed  by  Wilderness 
Aviation,  Inc.,  to  convert  the  cabins  of 
certain  of  its  aircraft  operated  under 
FAR  Part  135  from  passenger  to  cargo 
configurations,  and  the  reverse,  by 
removing  and  replacing  passenger  seats 
when  such  aircraft  are  specifically 
designed  for  that  purpose. 

Grant,  March  26, 1992,  Exemption  No. 
5431. 

Docket  No.:  26536. 

Petitioner:  A.C.E.  Flyers,  Inc.,  dba 
JayHawk  Air,  Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
43.3(g). 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  pilots  employed 
by  JayHawk  Air,  Inc.,  to  remove  and 
replace  the  passenger  seats  of  aircraft 
operating  under  part  135. 

Grant,  March  26, 1992,  Exemption  No. 
5430. 

Docket  No.:  26755. 

Petitioner:  Continental  Airlines.  Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
121.314. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  a  6  month 
extension  in  the  compliance  time  for  the 
retrofit  of  Class  D  cargo  compartment 
liners  in  Airbus  Industrie  Model  A300 
airplanes. 

Grant,  March  20, 1992,  Exemption  No. 
5425. 

Docket  No.:  26767. 


Petitioner:  Continental  Micronesia, 

Inc. 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
121.358. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  Continental 
Micronesia,  Inc.,  to  operate  its  entire 
fleet  of  ten  Boeing  727(B-727)  and  six 
McDonnell-Douglas  DC-10  (DC-IO) 
airplanes  without  those  airplanes  being 
equipped  with  approved  windshear 
equipment. 

Partial  Grant,  March  26, 1992, 
Exemption  No.  5429. 

Docket  No.:  26801. 

Petitioner:  Express  Airlines  One,  Inc. 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
135.169(d). 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  a  30-day 
extension  in  the  compliance  time  for  the 
retrofit  of  Class  C  cargo  compartment 
liners  in  Saab  Model  SF340A  airplanes. 

Grant,  March  20, 1992,  Exemption  No. 
5424. 

Docket  No.:  26813. 

Petitioner:  Continental  Airlines,  Inc. 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
121.314. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  a  30-day 
extension  in  the  compliance  time  for  the 
retrofit  of  Class  D  cargo  compartment 
liners  in  Boeing  Model  727-100 
airplanes. 

Grant  March  19, 1992,  Exemption  No. 
5423. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8016  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-13-M 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  WPDA-1] 

City  of  New  York;  Application  for  a 
Waiver  of  Preemption  Determination 
Rre  Department  Regulations 
Concerning  Pickup/Delivery 
Transportation  of  Flammable  and 
Combustible  Liquids  and  Flammable 
and  Compressed  Gases 

agency:  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration  (RSPA),  U.S.  Department 
of  Transportation  (DOT). 

ACTION:  Public  notice  of  reopening  of 
comment  period. 

summary:  The  City  of  New  York  (City) 
has  applied  for  a  waiver  of  preemption, 
imder  the  Hazardous  Materials 
Transportation  Act  (HMTA),  as  to 
certain  provisions  of  the  City's  Fire 
Department  Fire  Protection  Directives 
(FPDs).  These  regulatory  provisions 
concern  the  transportation  of  flammable 
and  combustible  liquids  and  flammable 


and  compressed  gases  for  pickup  or 
delivery  within  the  City  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  within  appendix  A  to  RSPA’s 
November  15, 1991  Public  Notice  and 
Invitation  to  Comment,  56  FR  58126, 
58128-30.  This  notice  reopens  the 
comment  period  on  the  City’s 
application  to  provide  an  opportunity  for 
interested  parties  to  comment  on  the 
remarks  which  U.S.  Senator  Alfonse  M. 
D’ Amato  (R-N.Y.)  made  to  RSPA  during 
the  March  25, 1992  public  hearing  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Transportation  and 
Related  Agencies  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee,  as  well  as 
two  other  matters. 

DATES:  Comments  received  on  or  before 
April  20, 1992,  will  be  considered  before 
an  administrative  ruling  is  issued  by 
RSPA’s  Associate  Administrator  for 
Hazardous  Materials  Safety.  These 
further  comments  may  address  only  the 
three  specific  matters  discussed  below 
(including  comments  and  rebuttal 
comments  on  the  same  matters  received 
and  docketed  prior  to  publication  of  this 
notice);  commenters  may  not  raise  or 
discuss  other  issues. 

ADDRESSES:  The  City’s  waiver 
application  and  any  comments  received 
may  be  reviewed  in  the  Dockets  Unit, 
Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  room  8421,  Nassif 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590-0001.  Further 
comments  on  the  three  matters 
discussed  below  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Dockets  Unit  at  the  above  address, 
and  should  include  the  Docket  Number 
(WPDA-1).  Three  copies  are  requested. 

A  copy  of  each  comment  must  also  be 
sent  to  Grace  Goodman,  Esq.,  Asst. 
Corporation  Counsel,  Law  Depeulment, 
The  City  of  New  York,  100  Church 
Street,  room  6F41,  New  York,  NY  10007; 
John  J.  Collins,  Esq.,  ATA  Litigation 
Center,  American  Trucking 
Associations,  2200  Mill  Road,  6th  Floor, 
Alexandria,  VA  22314;  and  Timothy  L 
Harker,  Esq.,  The  Harker  Firm,  5301 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  NW.,  suite  740, 
Washington,  DC  20015.  A  certification 
that  a  copy  has  been  sent  to  these 
persons  must  also  be  included  with  the 
comment.  (The  following  format  is 
suggested:  “I  hereby  certify  that  copies 
of  this  comment  have  been  sent  to  Ms. 
Goodman  and  Messrs.  Collins  and 
Harker  at  the  addresses  specified  in  the 
Federal  Register.”) 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Frazer  C.  Hilder,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation,  Washington,  DC  20590- 
0001  (Tel.  No.  202-366-4400). 
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I.  Background 

On  October  9, 1991,  the  City  of  New 
York  submitted  an  application  for  a 
waiver  of  preemption  as  to  requirements 
set  forth  in  24  separate  sections  or 
subsections  of  FPDs  ^-76,  5-63,  6-76  and 
7-74.  With  one  exception,  these 
requirements  were  among  those  which 
RSPA  determined  to  be  preempted  in 
Inconsistency  Ruling  22  (IR-22),  52  FR 
46574  (Dec.  8, 1987);  correction,  52  FR 
49107  (Dec.  29, 1987),  and  in  the  RSPA 
Administrator’s  Decision  on  Appeal,  IR- 
22(A),  54  FR  26698  (June  23, 1989).  In  an 
October  29, 1991  letter,  the  City  further 
advised  RSPA  that  on  October  18, 1991, 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  New  York  had  issued 
an  order  confirming  that  the  City  has 
acknowledged  preemption  of  its 
requirements,  m  National  Paint  &• 
Coatings  Ass’n,  Inc.  v.  City  of  New  York, 
No.  CV  84-4525  (ERK).  The  City’s 
waiver  application  (without  its  exhibits) 
was  reproduced  as  Appendix  A  to  the 
November  15, 1991  public  notice.  The 
Federal  court’s  October  18, 1991  Order 
was  reproduced  as  appendix  B  to  the 
November  15, 1991  notice. 

In  accordance  with  the  dates  specified 
in  the  November  15, 1991  notice,  the 
initial  comment  period  on  the  City’s 
application  expired  on  December  13, 

1991,  and  a  rebuttal  comment  period 
expired  on  January  17, 1992.  However, 
several  comments  supporting  and 
opposing  the  City’s  application  were 
received  and  docketed  after  January  17, 

1992.  'Therefore,  the  rebuttal  comment 
period  was  extended  through  March  13, 
1992. 

n.  Matters  on  Which  Additional 
Comments  May  Be  Submitted 

(1)  Appropriations  Committee  Hearing 
Remarks 

Sen.  D’ Amato  submitted  comments  in 
support  of  the  City’s  application  in  a 
March  12, 1992  letter.  That  letter  is 
reproduced  in  Appendix  A  to  this  notice. 
On  March  25, 1992,  after  the  (reopened) 
period  for  rebuttal  comments  had  ended. 
Sen.  D’ Amato  delivered  additional 
remarks  concerning  the  City’s 
application  for  a  waiver  of  preemption 
to  a  panel  of  RSPA  ofiicials  appearing 
before  a  public  hearing  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee’s 
Subcommittee  on  Transportation  and 
Related  Agencies.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  hearing,  RSPA’s  Administrator 
thanked  Sen.  D’ Amato  for  bJs  remarks 
and  assured  him  that  RSPA  was 
carefully  weighing  all  sides  of  the  issue. 
Thereafter,  Mr.  Clifford  J.  Harvison, 
President  of  National  Tank  Truck 
Carriers,  Inc.  (NTTC),  engaged  Sen. 

D’ Amato  in  a  discussion  during  which 


Mr.  Harvison  referred  to  comments 
which  NTTC  and  others  had  jointly 
submitted  in  this  proceeding. 

RSPA  is  extendUmg  the  comment 
period  to  allow  interested  parties  to 
respond  to  Sen.  D’ Amato’s  additional 
remarks  during  the  committee  hearing. 
The  substance  of  Sen.  D’ Amato’s 
remarks  follows; 

Sen.  D' Amato  urged  RSPA  to  decide  the 
City’s  waiver  application  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  asked  when  RSPA  expected  to  make  its 
decision  and  whether  there  was  opposition  to 
the  application  for  a  waiver. 

Sen.  O' Amato  asked  RSPA  to  commit  to  a 
stay  of  preemption  until  it  acted  on  the  City's 
application,  stating  that  a  waiver  would  not 
prejudice  anyone.  He  suggested  that,  if 
preemption  were  not  stayed,  people  would 
begin  to  operate  under  allegedly  less 
restrictive  requirements  and  later  argue  that 
they  should  be  allowed  to  continue.  He  said 
that  lives  could  be  lost,  and  the  City's 
standard  can  be  justified  in  many  ways. 

Sen.  D’ Amato  stated  his  belief  that  public 
safety  justified  a  waiver  of  preemption.  He 
suggested  that  the  May  1991  gasoline  truck 
fire  in  the  Bronx  (in  which  five  people  died) 
might  have  been  worse  if  the  truck  had 
carried  twice  as  much  gasoline,  and  he 
mentioned  that  firefighters  were  in  support  of 
the  present  limitations. 

Sen.  D' Amato  asked  about  HMTA’s 
required  findings  of  equivalent  safety  and  no 
unreasonable  burden  on  commerce,  and 
stated  he  found  no  problem  as  to  satisfying 
the  finding  of  safety.  He  suggested  that  an 
office  analysis  of  whether  larger  trucks 
permitted  fewer  trips  to  be  made,  and 
resulted  in  fewer  accidents,  was  far  different 
than  actually  driving  next  to  a  larger  tank 
truck.  He  questioned  whether  RSPA  might  err 
in  the  direction  of  unrestricted  license  for 
larger  trucks  and  compromise  safety  by 
placing  too  much  emphasis  on  burdens  of 
commerce.  He  also  suggested  that  the  length 
of  time  that  these  regulations  had  been  in 
effect  established  that  there  was  no 
unreasonable  burden  on  commerce. 

Sen.  D' Amato  stated  that  the  City's 
requirement  that  tanks  have  compartments 
was  appropriate  to  a  high-density  area  where 
trucks  stopped  and  made  deliveries,  even  if 
compartments  were  not  necesscuy  for  open 
highway  travel.  He  stressed  that  RSPA 
should  allow  local  jurisdictions  to  decide 
whether  to  permit  ^000  gallon  tank  trucks, 
and  he  added  that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  be 
a  big  brother  telling  local  jurisdictions  what 
is  best  for  them. 

Responding  comments  may  address 
Sen.  D' Amato’s  March  12, 1992  letter  as 
well  as  bis  March  26, 1992  remarks.  Such 
comments  should  be  submitted  based 
upon  the  foregoing  summary.  The 
official  transcript  of  those  remarks, 
which  will  not  be  available  for  some 
time,  will  be  included  in  the  docket  in 
this  matter. 

(2)  Information  on  Compressed  Gasses 

The  City’s  application  for  waiver  of 
preemption,  and  the  responding 


comments,  contain  very  little  discussion 
addressed  to  compressed  gases.  Indeed, 
the  Compressed  Gas  Association  has 
stated  that  “(tjhe  City’s  main  concern 
*  *  *  does  not  relate  to  transportation,” 
but  rather  a  desire  to  prohibit  "bulk 
storage  facilities  in  the  city”  for 
compressed  gases.  Unlike  the  treatment 
of  flammable  and  combustible  liquids, 
the  submitted  materials  contain  little  or 
no  information  on  such  matters  as:  The 
quantities  or  types  of  compressed  gas 
transported  for  pickup  and  delivery  in 
the  City;  the  distances  of  such 
shipments;  the  (potential)  demand  for, 
and  feasibility  of,  tank  pickup  and 
delivery  of  compressed  gases  in  the  City 
(and  any  change  in  use  of  compressed 
gases  in  cylinders  resulting  therefrom); 
actual  accidents  or  other  problems  (and 
the  results  thereof)  involving  the 
transportation  of  compressed  gas  in  the 
City  and  elsewhere;  the  burdens  on 
commerce  imposed  by  the  City’s 
regulations;  and  expected  circumstances 
if  RSPA  does  or  does  not  waive 
preemption  of  the  City’s  regulations. 

In  accordance  with  49  CFR  107.219(b), 
all  interested  parties  are  invited  to 
submit  further  comments  on  the  City’s 
regulations  concerning  transportation  of 
compressed  gas. 

(3)  Whether  FPD  7-74  Section  3-1  Has 
Been  Revised 

The  requirement  of  FPD  7-74  section 
3-1  is  quoted  in  the  City’s  application  (at 
p.  6)  as  follows:  “(GasolineJ  may  be 
discharged  by  the  gravity  method  only.” 
The  reason  for  bracketed  language  is 
explained  at  pp.  26-27: 

The  Fire  Department's  regulations  as 
presently  written  require  aU  tank  trucks 
delivering  flammable  liquids  to  unload  their 
product  solely  by  the  gravity  discharge 
method,  rather  than  using  any  kind  of  pump. 
Upon  review,  the  Department  has  decided  to 
revise  this  regulation  slightly.  *  *  * 

Therefore,  the  Fire  Department  has  revised 
its  enforcement  policy  and  will  be  revising 
the  text  of  the  regulation  itself,  so  that  it  will 
henceforth  apply  only  to  deliveries  of 
gasoline. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  record  to 
indicate  that  this  revision  has  taken 
place;  the  City’s  January  16, 1992  reply 
comments  state  at  pp.  28-29  that  "the 
City’s  regulations  themselves  are  being 
changed  to  permit  piunp  unloading  for 
products  other  than  gasoline.” 

In  accordance  with  49  CFR  107.219(b), 
all  interested  parties  are  inAdted  to 
submit  comments  as  to  (1)  whether  FPD 
7-74  section  3-1  has  been  revised  in 
accordance  with  the  intentions  stated  in 
the  City’s  application  and  reply 
comments,  and  (2)  what  action,  if  any. 
RSPA  should  take  on  the  City’s 
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application  for  a  waiver  of  preemption 
of  FPD  7-74  section  3-1  if  such  re^sion 
has  not  taken  place. 

m.  Further  Comments 

All  further  comments  on  Uie  three 
matters  discussed  above  should 
address: 

{1}  Whether  the  specified  City 
regulations  afiord  an  equal  or  ^ater 
level  of  protection  to  the  public  than  is 
afforded  by  the  requirements  of  HMTA 
or  regulations  issued  under  the  HMTA; 

(2)  Whedier  those  requirements 
unreasonably  burden  commerce,  and 

(3)  Whether  RSPA  should  grant  the 
waiver  request  if  it  makes  affirmative 
findings  in  issues  (1)  and  (2). 

Persons  intending  to  comment  should 
review  the  standards  and  procedures 
governing  RSPA's  consideration  of 
applications  for  waiver  of  preemption 
found  at  49  CFR  107.215-107.225. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC  on  April  2, 1992. 
Alan  I.  Roberts, 

Associate  Admiaktrator  for  Hazardous 
Materials  Safety. 

Mr.  Alan  L  Roberts, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Hazardous 
Materials  Safely,  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington.  DC 
20590-0001. 

Re:  Docket  No.  WPDA-1. 

March  12, 1992. 

Dear  Mr.  Roberts: 

1  am  writing  in  support  of  New  York  Gty‘s 
application  for  a  Waiver  of  Preemption 
pursuant  to  section  112(d)  of  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Transportation  Unifonn  Safety  Act 
of  1990  and  for  a  temporary  Waiver  pending 
your  final  determination. 

New  York  City  has  presented  well 
documented  evidence  in  its  application  that 
its  existing  regulations  on  the  traiuportation 
of  flammable  and  combnstible  liquids  and 
flammable  and  compressed  gases  afford  a 
greater  level  of  protection  to  New  York  Qty 
residents  when  compared  to  the  requirements 
of  the  HMTA  or  regulations  issued 
thereunder. 

Equally,  New  York  City  has  riiown  fliat  its 
requirements  do  not  imreasonably  burden 
commerce.  The  City's  experience  has  shown 
that  the  few  peimies  extra  it  costs  per  gallon 
of  product  is  borne  willingly  by  New  York 
City  Consumers.  Sodi  a  small  sum  does  not 
constitute  an  “arueasonable  burden"  on 
ccHnmerce,  particulariy  when  compared  to  the 
safety  ben^ts  which  New  York  Qty 
regulations  confer  upon  its  residents. 

Indeed,  the  Qty's  regulations  are  critically 
important  in  protecting  the  public  from  the 
potentiaQy  catastrophic  consequences  of  a 
hazardous  materials  accident,  ft  is  my 
opinion  that  die  City  has  met  both  standards 
for  die  Research  and  Sepcial  Programs 
Administration  to  grant  a  Waiver  of 
Preemptkm.  t.  therefore,  urge  yow  fevorable 
consideration  of  New  York  Qty's  request 


-In  enacting  die  1990  amendment  to  the 
HMTA  Congress  provided  for  uniform 
regulations  in  certain  areas  in  order  to 
increase  safety  throu^out  the  nation.  But 
Congress  also  provided  the  Waiver  of 
Preemption,  even  though  this  would  disrupt 
absolute  unifonnity.  for  localities  that  can 
demonstrate  that  dieir  safety  needs  require 
higher  standards  in  order  to  achieve  the  same 
level  of  safety  as  the  rest  of  the  nation.  New 
York  Qty  has  shown  that  it  is  such  a  locality. 

Pending  the  issuance  of  the  final  dedwon.  I 
also  urge  that  New  York  Qty's  request  for  a 
temporary  stay  of  preemption  from  March  15, 
1992  until  the  final  decision  is  issued,  be 
granted. 

Hiank  you  for  your  assistance  in  this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

Alfonse  M.  D' Amato, 

United  States  Senator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6001  Filed  4-7-92;  6:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4810-a0-ll 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

PabHc  Information  CoHaction 
Reqtif amenta  Submlttad  to  OM8  for 
Review 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  has 
submitted  the  fofiowing  public 
information  collection  requirement(8]  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  undm* 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  95-^11.  Copies  of  the 
submissionls)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  Treasury  Bureau  (Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Conunents  regarding  diis 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  room  3171  'Treasury  Annex, 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW^ 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Financial  Management  Service 

OMB  Number.  1510-0030. 

Form  Number:  POD  1090. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Certification  of  Bill  From 
Undertaker. 

Description:  This  form  is  used  when 
application  is  made  by  the  funeral  home 
for  the  funeral  expenses  of  a  deceased 
postal  deposits.  This  form  is  completed 
by  a  relative  of  die  deceased  d^ositor 
certifying  that  the  b^  submitted  by  the 
funm^  home  is  correct.  &itiUement  to 
the  funds  are  based  this  data  to 
insure  proper  payment. 

Re^tondents:  hidividoals  or 
households. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 

10. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Response:  15  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Resptmse:  On  occasion. 


Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden:  3 
hours. 

Cleamnce  Officer  Jacqueline  R. 
Perry,  (901)  436-6453,  Financial 
Management  Service,  3361-L  75th 
Avenue,  handover,  MD  20785. 

OMB  Reviewer  Milo  Sunderhauf, 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Departmental  Reports,  Management  Officer. 
[FRDoa  92-6048  Filed  4-7-92;  8:45  amj 
tlMiaW  CODS  4SW-SS-M 


Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  OMB  for 
Review 

Dated:  April  2, 1992. 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  has 
submitted  die  following  public 
information  collection  requirementfs]  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwoik  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  96-511.  Copies  of  the 
submissionfs)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  ’Treasury  Bureau  Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Comments  regarding  this 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Departmmit  of  the 
Treasury,  room  3171  Treasury  Annex, 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Internal  Revenue  Sertice 

OMB  Number  1545-0718. 

Form  Number  IRS  Form  941-M. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Emjdoyer’s  Monthly  Federal 
Tax  Return. 

Description:  Form  941-M  is  used  by 
certain  employers  to  report  piayroll  taxes 
on  a  montUy  rather  th^  quarterly 
basis.  Employers  who  have  failed  to  file 
Form  941  or  who  have  failed  to  deposit 
taxes  as  required  are  notified  by  the 
District  Director  that  they  must  file  Form 
941-M  monthly. 

Respondents:  Individuals  or 
households.  Businesses  or  otoer  for- 
profit.  Small  businesses  or 
organizations. 

Estimated  Number  of  Responses/ 
Recordkeepers:  12JOOO. 

Estimate  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent/Reoordkeeper 
Recordkeeping:  14  hours,  21  minutes. 
Learning  about  the  law  tx  the  form:  12 

minutes. 

Preparing,  copying,  assembling,  and 

sending  the  form  to  die  QIS:  26 

minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  Monthly. 
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Estimated  Total  Reporting/ 
Recordkeeping  Burden:  179,880  hours. 

Clearance  ^icer.  Garrick  Shear, 
(202)  535-4297,  Internal  Revenue 
Sendee,  room  5571, 1111  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20224. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Milo  Sunderiiauf, 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Biding,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Departmental  Reports,  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.  92-8049  Filed  4-7-92;  8i45  am) 
BttJJNQ  COOK  4S30-SVIS 


Debt  Management  Advlsoiy 
Committee;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  Public  Law  92-463,  that  a 
meeting  will  be  held  at  tiie  U.S.  Treasury 
Department  in  Washingtem,  DC  on  April 
28  and  29, 1992,  of  the  following  debt 
management  advisory  committee:  Public 
Secnirities  Association,  Treasury 
Borrowing  Advisory  Committee. 

The  agenda  for  the  Public  Securities 
Association  Treasury  Borrowing 
Advisory  Committee  meeting  provides 


for  a  working  session  on  April  28  and 
the  preparation  of  a  written  report  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  April  29, 
1992. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  placed  in 
Heads  of  Departments  by  section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  and  vested  in  me 
by  Treasury  Department  Order  101-05, 1 
hereby  determine  that  this  meeting  is 
concerned  with  information  exempt 
from  disclosure  imder  section  552(c)(4) 
and  (9}(A}  of  title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  and  that  the  public  interest 
require  that  such  meetings  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

My  reasons  for  this  determination  are 
as  follows.  The  Treasury  Department 
requires  frank  and  full  advice  from 
representatives  of  the  financial 
community  prior  to  making  its  final 
decision  on  major  financing  opmutions. 
Historically,  this  advice  has  been 
offered  by  debt  mcmagement  advisory 
committees  established  by  the  sever^ 
major  segments  of  the  financial 
community,  whidi  committees  have 
been  ntilirod  by  the  Department  at 
meetings  called  by  representatives  of 
the  Secretary.  When  so  utilized,  sudi  a 
committee  is  recognized  to  be  an 


advisory  conunittee  under  Public  Law 
92-463. 

Although  the  Treasury's  final 
announcement  of  financing  plans  may 
not  reflect  the  recommendations 
provided  in  reports  of  an  advisory 
committee,  premature  disclosure  of 
these  reports  would  lead  to  significant 
financial  speculation  in  the  securities 
market.  Thus,  these  meetings  fall  within 
the  exemption  covered  by  section 
552(c)(9)(A)  of  title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  (Domestic 
Finance)  shall  be  responsible  for 
maintaining  records  of  debt 
management  advismy  ccunmittee 
meetings  and  fev  providing  annual 
reports  setting  forth  a  summary  of 
committee  activities  and  such  other 
matters  as  may  be  informative  to  the 
public  consistent  with  the  policy  of 
section  552b  of  Title  5  of  tte  United 
States  Code. 

Dated:  April  1, 1992. 

Jerome  H.  PoweU, 

Assistant  Secretory  (Domestic  Finance). 

[FR  Doc.  92-7991  Filed  4-7-92;  ^  am) 
SaUNQ  CODE  a't0>2S-M 
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Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act"  (Pub.  L.  94-409)  5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(3). 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:45  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
March  31. 1992. 

place:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  8th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Rule 
enforcement  review. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  • 
information:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
lean  A.  Webb. 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8232  Filed  4-6-92;  11:46  am] 
BtUJNQ  CODE  sasi-ai-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 

COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  10:00  a.m.,  Tuesday. 

April  21. 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 

DC.  Lower  Lobby  Hearing  Room. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

— Application  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Inc.  for  contract  designation  in  Dubai  Sour 
Crude  Oil  Futures 

— Application  of  the  Chicago  Board  of  Trade 
for  contract  designation  in  Clean  Air 
Futures 

— Application  of  the  New  York  Cotton 
Exchange  for  contract  designation  in 
Cotton  No.  2  Straddle  Options 

— Program  Review,  2nd  quarter,  FY  1992 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 

INFORMATION:  Jean  A.  Webb.  254-6314. 

Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6233  Filed  4-6-92;  11:48  am]  ' 

BtUJNQ  CODE  63S1-01-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  10:00  a.m.,  Friday.  April 
24. 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C..  8th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement  Objectives. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jean  A.Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6234  Filed  4-6-92;  11:48  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  63S1-01-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  10:30  a.m.,  Friday,  April 
24, 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C..  8th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

matters  to  be  considered: 

Enforcement  Matters. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6235  Filed  4-6-92;  11:48  am] 
BtUJNQ  CODE  «3S1-01-M 


FEDERAL  HOUSING  FINANCE  BOARD 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  53  FR  9471. 
March  18, 1992. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  MEETING:  9:00  a.m.  Wednesday, 
March  25, 1992. 

changes  in  the  meeting:  The  following 
topic  was  added  to  the  agenda  during 
the  closed  portion  of  the  meeting. 

FHLBank  of  Des  Moines’  Benefits 
Equalization  Plan.  The  above  matter  is 
exempt  under  one  or  more  of 
subsections  (c)(6)  and  (c)(9)(B)  of  title  5 
of  the  United  States  Code.  5  U.S.C.  (c)(6) 
and  (c)(9)(B). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Elaine  L.  Baker,  Executive 
Secretary  to  the  Board.  (202)  408-2837. 

).  Stephen  Britt, 

Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8230  Filed  4-6-92;  11:47  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  672S-01-N 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

date:  Weeks  of  April  6, 13,  20,  and  27, 
1992. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  11555  Rockville  Pike,  Rockville, 
Maryland. 

STATUS:  Open  and  Closed. 
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MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Weeks  of  April  6 

Friday,  April  10 
11:30  a.m. 

Affumation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting) 

a.  Safety  Light  Corporation,  et  aJ. 
(Bloomsburg,  Pennsylvania,  site 
decontamination) 

Week  of  April  13 — ^Tentative 

Thursday,  April  16 
11:30  a.m. 

AMrmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting)  (if  needed) 

Week  of  April  20 — ^Tentative 

Monday,  April  20 
10:00  a.m. 

Briefuig  on  Proposed  Update  of  Source 
Term,  Release  Timing,  Definition  of 
Releases  into  Containment,  and  TID- 
14844  (Public  Meeting) 

Tuesday,  April  21 
1:30  a.m. 

Briefing  on  Progress  of  Design  Certification 
Review  and  Implementation  (Public 
Meeting) 

Wednesday,  April  22 
10:00  a.m. 

Briefing  on  NRC  Activities  Regarding 
Nuclear  Safety  and  Safeguards  in  the 
Former  Soviet  Union  and  Eastern  Europe 
(Public  Meeting) 

Friday,  April  24 
10:00  a.m. 

Periodic  Briefing  on  Progress  of  Resolution 
of  Generic  Safety  Issues  (Public  Meeting) 
11:30  a.m. 

Affirmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting)  (if  needed) 

1:30  p.m. 

Periodic  Meeting  with  Advisory  Committee 
on  Nuclear  Waste  (ACNW)  (Public 
Meeting] 

Week  of  April  27 — ^Tentative 
Wednesday,  April  29 
11:30  a.m. 

Affirmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting]  (if  needed) 

Note:  Affirmation  sessions  are  initially 
scheduled  and  announced  to  the  public  on  a 
time-reserved  basis.  Supplementary  notice  is 
provided  in  accordance  with  the  Sunshine 
0  Act  as  specific  items  are  identified  and  added 
to  the  meeting  agenda.  If  there  is  no  specific 
subject  listed  for  affirmation,  this  means  that  ^ 
no  item  has  at  yet  been  identified  as  requiring 
any  Commission  vote  on  this  date. 

To  verify  the  Status  of  Meeting  Call  ' 
(Recordhig) — (301)  504-1292. 
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CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  William  Hill  (301) 

504-1661. 

Dated:  April  3. 1992. 

William  M.  Hill  Ir.. 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-8243  Filed  4-6-92;  11:48  pm] 
BtLUNQ  CODE  7590-01-M 


OVERSEAS  PRIVATE  INVESTMENT 
CORPORATION 

Meeting  of  the  Bo£u*d  of  Directors 
TIME  AND  date:  1:00  p.m.  (closed 
portion],  2:30  p.m.  (open  portion), 
Tuesday,  April  21, 1992. 

PLACE:  Offices  of  the  Corporation, 

Fourth  Floor  Board  Room,  1615  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  The  first  part  of  the  meeting 
from  1:00  p.m.  to  2:30  p.m.  will  be  closed 
to  the  public.  The  open  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  commence  at  2:30  p.m. 
(approximately). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  (Closed  tO 
the  public  1:00  p.m.  to  2:20  p.m.): 

1.  President’s  Report. 

2.  Insurance  Project  in  Poland. 

3.  Insurance  Project  in  Saudi  Arabia. 

4.  Claims  Report. 

5.  Information  Reports. 

6.  Approval  of  2/18/92  Minutes  (Closed 
Portion). 

FURTHER  MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED 

(Open  to  the  public  2:30  p.m.). 


1.  Approval  of  2/18/92  Minutes  (Open 
Portion). 

2.  Notice  to  Board  of  Changes  to  OPIC 
Country  List. 

3.  Information  Reports. 

4.  Recommendation  for  meeting  through 
end  of  September  1992. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Information  with  regard  to  the  meeting 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Corporation 
Secretary  on  (202)  457-7007. 

Dated:  April  3, 1992. 

Dennis  K.  Dolan, 

OPIC  Corporate  Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  92-8191  Filed  4-6-92;  8:56  am] 
NLUNQ  CODE  3210-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Meeting 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER"  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  [To  be 

published  on  April  7, 1992]. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

PLACE:  450  Fifth  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED: 

Thursday,  April  2, 1992. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  Additional 
items. 

The  following  additional  item  will  be 
considered  at  an  open  meeting  on 
Friday,  April  10, 1992,  at  9:00  a.m. 

Consideration  of  whether  to  issue  a  release 
adopting  Rule  419,  which  governs  securities 


offerings  registered  under  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  by  blank  check  companies,  including 
the  requirement  to  place  offering  proceeds 
and  securities  in  an  escrow  or  trust  account 
until  a  business  or  merger  prospect  meeting 
specified  criteria  is  located  and  identified, 
provide  complete  information  about  such 
acquisition  to  prospective  investors,  and 
provide  investors  with  the  right  to  obtain  a 
refund  of  deposited  funds;  (2)  the  adoption  of 
Rule  15g-8,  which  prohibits  any  trading 
transactions  in  securities  in  a  Rule  419 
escrow  or  trust  account;  and  (3)  the 
amendment  of  Rule  174  to  require  prospectus 
delivery  by  dealers  for  90  days  following 
release  of  the  Rule  419  escrow  or  trust 
account.  For  further  information,  please 
contact  Richard  P.  Konrath  at  (202)  272-2589. 

Commissioner  Schapiro,  as  duty 
officer,  determined  that  Commission 
business  required  the  above  change  and 
that  no  earlier  notice  thereof  was 
possible. 

At  times,  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Steve 
Luparello  at  (202)  272-2100. 

Dated:  April  8, 1992. 

Jonathan  G.  Katz,  , 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6284  Filed  4-6-92  3:50  pm] 
BILUNO  CODE  S01(M)1-M 


